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THE PROFESSION must prepare for the coming into 
operation of the Judicature Act after the next Long 
Vacation. The Attorney-General announced on Tuesday 
that the Government have not at present any reason to 
anticipate that it will be necessary to postpone that 
event beyond the time fixed—viz., the 2nd of November 
in the present year—and he further intimated that the 
first batch of the new rules is already in the hands of 
the committee of judges for consideration. We believe 
that this part of the rules, relating to the issuing of 
writs, appearance and process in default of appearance, 
&c., has also been sent to the officers of the courts for 
consideration. It is stated that the second batch of rules 
will shortly be in print; and that there is every reason 
to believe the remaining rules, with the exception possibly 
of a few of a formal character, will be ready for the judges 
before the lst of June. It is very earnestly to be hoped 
that after the judges have considered the rules, and 
before they are finally “settled,” the draft will be sub- 
mitted without delay for the criticism of the profession 
generally. 

Another matter relating to the Judicature Act of 
considerable importance to country practitioners is re- 
ferred to in the reply of the Lord Chancellor to 
the Hull Chamber of Commerce, which we publish 
in another column. His Lordship will very shortly 
have to consider “the circumstances and conditions 
under which district registries will be established,” 
and it is hardly necessary to point out that now is the 
time for solicitors and others in places hoping for the 
honour of being selected as centres of districts, to bestir 
themselves in bringing the claims of their towns under 
the notice of the Lord Chancellor. 














In a RECENT NuMBER of a French law journal there 
occurs a report of a case which opens an alarming 
prospect, if the power to join parties contained in tae 
Judicature Act is to have the extension given it which 
some people seem to expect. ‘The plaintiff had trans- 
mitted to advertisement agents an advertisement, which 
was to be published in certain papers in which the agents 
had secured the right to occupy a certain space, and the 
plaintiff had paid the charge for insertion. The agents, 
however, had expressly stated in their prospectus that 
they and the managers of the papers reserved to them- 
selves the right of not inserting any advertisement they 
thought fit on examination to exclude, even though paid 
for, the sum paid being in that case to be returned. 
Nevertheless, the plaintiff sued them for refusing to in- 
sert the advertisement, A more groundless suit one 
could hardly imagine, as groundless as certain suits it 
has become the fashion to “ try on’’ in some branches 
of the Court of Chancery. But this was not 
enough; the plaintiff joined as defendants the 
managers of one of the papers in which he had 
directed the advertisement to be inserted, and with 
whom he had no privity whatever. This, again, was not 





enough ; the advertisement was intended to draw the at- 
tention of the public to a forthcoming number of a 
financial paper published by the plaintiff, which con- 
tained a criticism on a financial scheme supported by a 
rival orgen; and there intervened in the cause certain 
persons who declared that, if the advertisement had been 
inserted, they would of course have seen it, and, seeing 
it, would. of course have consulted the number of 
plaintiff's paper, and, consulting it, would have been 
saved from an unfortunate speculation in the aforesaid 
financial scheme; and who, accordingly, claimed 
damages against the agents and the paper for not in- 
serting the advertisement! A better satire could hardly 
be found on the all-the-way-round justice which some 
persons so much admire, and which seems to prevail in 
the “sister country where they do these things so much 
better”’—as Lord Westbury used plaintively to remark. 





Tue supcment of Mr. Justice Keating in the Exeter 
reredos case has excited a feeling of something like con- 
sternation among the numerous friends of modern 
church restoration. "We believe, however, that when it 
is carefully examined, its consequences will not be so 
terrible as at first sight they have appeared to the eyes 
of uninstructed laymen. Assuming, for the moment, 


' that the learned judge’s decision is right, there can be 


no doubt that in some cathedrals and in many churches 


' illegal ornaments have been set up. But the conclusion 


which has been drawn by some journalists that all images 
of every sort must be removed from our churches,and that 
all painted windows containing figures must be demolished, 
is probably unfounded, as those who choose to attack 
them may discover to their cost. . 

The judgment is based upon the terms of the statute 3 
& 4 Edw. 6, c. 10, which was repealed by 1 Mary, sess. 2, 
c. 2, and in 1604 revived by 1 Jac. 1, c. 25. This Act 
has been denounced as an obsolete one, and no doubt it 
is, in a certain sense, obsolete. No one has, until recently, 
thought it worth while to enforce it. But although a 
statute may remain dormant for years it still exists 
until repealed ; and if its enforcement is called for, the 
courts must enforce it. A remarkable instance of this 
principle occurred in the famous case of Ashford v. 
Thornton (1B. & Ald. 405), where it was held that wager 
of battle could still, in the year 1818, be tendered in an 
appeal of murder; and a statute (59 Geo. 3, c. 46) was 
passed to prevent the repetition of a process which, by 
the lapse of time and the change of manners, had be- 
come absurd. It is no reflection, therefore, on -Mr. 
Justice Keating’s legal acumen, to assert that 
the 3 & 4 Edw. 6, c. 10, is a “musty old 
statute.” Musty or not it exists, and, until Parliament 
interferes, must be obeyed. A judge does not sit 
to make the law, but to administer it; and Mr. Justice 
Keating's sole duty was to ascertain whether the Exeter 
reredos was an offence or not, having regard to the pre- 
sent state of the law ecclesiastical. 

Now, the 3 & 4 Edw. 6, c. 10, enacts in substance 
that all images “of stone, timber, alabaster, or earth,” 
in any church or chapel, are illegal. Previously, in- 
junctions had been issued for the removal of such 
images as had been the object of superstitious 
reverence, and afterwards a proclamation had directed 
the removal of all images whether they had been 
abused for superstitious purposes or not. The statute 
follows the proclamation, and is equally sweeping. 
Accordingly, in Westerton v. Liddell (Moore's Report), it 
was assumed, almost without argument, that the statute 
covered all images of stone, timber, alabaster, or 
earth, and the whole argument was directed to 
show that a plain cross was not an “image.” The 
Judicial Committee, overruling Dr. Lushingten, then 
the judge of the Consistoery Court of London, and Sir 
John Dodson, then Dean of Arches, held that a cross ‘was 
not an “image,” at all events whon it was not placed on 
the communion table, but was a mere “ decoration ” of 


the church. But Lord Kingsdown’s judgment certainly 
26 
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lays down by implication, if not expressly—and both sides 
seem to have conceded—that a sculptured “image” would 
have been unlawful in any part of the church, and, 
beyond all doubt, would have been unlawful if placed in 
immediate proximity to the communion table. Mr. 
Justice Keating, therefore, has really done no more than 
follow the dicta in Westerton v. Liddell, and he could 
scarcely have done otherwise. For although they were not 
binding upon him it would not have been respectful to 
diszent from them, unless he could see them to be clearly 
wrong. The Judicial Committee itself would not be 
bound by the mere dicta of a previous judgment; but 
a judge, sitting alone, would have shown a daring which 
would have deserved condemnation if he had ventured to 
treat them as worthless. 

On the whole, therefore, we cannot but think that, 
having regard to the present state of the authorities, Mr. 
Justice Keating decided rightly. But upon the question 
whether the Judicial Committee will adopt the dicta in 
Westerton v. Liddell, if the disputed point is ever raised 
before them, we feel much doubt. The counsel for Mr. 
Liddell in Westerton v. Liddell could afford to admit 
that all sculptured images of every sort were within 
the 3 & 4 Edw. 6, c. 10, and thus the question of the 
legality of what we may call “innocent images’ was 
left undiscussed and undecided. 





THE PROPOSAL OF THE CHANCELLOR in his Vendors and 
Purchasers Bill to substitute forty years for sixty years 
as the period of commencement of title which a pur- 
chaser may require, is not a very revolutionary measure 
if the practitioners who gave evidence to the Land 
Transfer Commission in 1869 are right in their state- 
ments as to the length of title usually required. ‘We 
have directed several questions,” say the Commissioners, “to 
solicitors with the view of ascertaining what is the length 
of title commonly required, and what effect the shorten- 
ing of title has on the price of land. The evidence is 


quite unanimous in this respect, that purchasers never 


get or require a sixty years’ title. As might be ex- 
pected, different practitioners give different periods of 
time as the usual length of titles, but most of them range 
between forty and twenty years. Some say that it is 
common to sell lands with less than twenty years’ title. 
No one puts the length at more than forty years. The 
inference we draw from the evidence is, that a forty years’ 
title is the maximum ever required by a prudent pur- 
chaser, and that the average of titles do not extend 
further back than thirty years at most.” We cannot 
pretend to dispute the authority of the generalizations 
derived by the Commissioners from the evidence of the 
eminent witnesses examined by them, but we confess we 
should be rather inclined to agree with Mr, Waley in 
his opinion, that where a vendor has in his possession the 
means of showing a sixty years’ title, he is generally 
required to deduce it. It is to be noted that the 
provision in Lord Cairns’ Bill is restricted to sales of 
land, and does not extend to mortgages, and that it is 
to be subject to any stipulation to the contrary contained 
in the contract of sale. 





Tue sxconp neapinc of the Land Transfer Bills 
in the Lords, on Thursday, was a merely formal 
affair. There is a very general agreement as to the 
principle on which they are based, and the questions as 
to which controversy is likely to arise are chiefly mat- 
ters of detail, for the discussion of which a Committee of 
the House is the place. We note with pleasure Lord 
Cairns’ observation that “ he should be extremely glad of 
criticiemn on the measures, cither in the House or else- 
where, because in point of fact the fear in respect of 
criticiem of bills of this character is not that there will 
be too rauch, but that there will be too little of it.” That 
is undoubtedly the real danger. Professional men are 
Aten too busy to dive into the complicated details of the 
wcheme contained in these Bills, and by thus failing to 
bring them to the test of their practical knowledge and 





experience they deprive the framers of the 1cusures of 
most valuable assistance. We have aticmpted te lay 
before our readers the main outlines of the scheme, and 
to furnish some suggestions upon its leading points, and 
it is very much to be hoped that before the measures go 
into Committee, on Monday week, the Law Societies and 
many individual practitioners will be prepared to express 
an opinion on their details. 








SECURITIES UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER 
BILL. 
ug 


It needs little consideration to show that the success 
of any measure relating to land titles and transfer in 
this country must largely depend upon the facilities it 
affords for raising money on mortgage. “A mortgage,” 
as Mr. Waley has said, is specially and peculiarly the 
appropriate resource of the landowner who wants money. 
It is therefore indispensable that the facility of raising 
money by mortgage, and the security enjoyed by mort- 
gagees and others holding charges on land, should 
not be impaired. Any interference with the system by 
which the landowner makes his estate subservient to his 
ordinary exigencies would work hardship far 
beyond what would be compensated by increased facility 
of transfer.’ Increase of risk to the mortgagee would 
involve the payment of a higher rate of interest by the 
mortgagor. Additional delay in the completion of a 
mortgage would cause inconvenience, and sometimes 
loss of credit, to the landowner, who, be it remembered, 
is not always a squire or yeoman, but often a man in 
business requiring money frequently and immediately. 
Augmented cost in the preparation of securities on land 
would render intolerably burdensome the practice of 
temporary advances which we believe prevails to a larger 
extent than is often supposed. Lastly, a system of land 
securities which involved greater publicity than that now 
existing would probably be rejected by all classes of 
landowners. It is not merely the country gentleman who 
objects to have tie incumbrances on his property pub- 
lished to the world; there are other classes of pro- 
prietors to whom secrecy is still more essential. We 
believe that the experience of practitioners in the centres 
of commerce will bear us out when we say that it is by 
no means uncommon for merchants to obtain advances 
upon their land at the ordinary rate of interest in order 
to employ the money in trade, and so realise a much 
larger return for it. By these people an open register 
would be regarded as destructive of their credit. It 
follows from these considerations that in order to the 
acceptance by the public of any scheme by which it is 
proposed to supersede the existing system of land securi- 
ties it is essential that it shall not afford less security 
to the mortgagee, or be more tardy, or more expensive, 
or more public. 

Under the system of land securities proposed by Lord 
Cairns registered proprietors are to have the choice of 
three different modes of mortgage. They may have the 
mortgagee placed on the register as proprietor, in which 
case, as regards third persons, he will possess an absolute 
power of disposition, and as it is not to be mentioned 
on the register that the transaction is a mortgage, the 
mortgagor will have to rely upon a caveat, Or they may 
charge the land with the payment of the mortgage 
money and interest. In this case the person in whose 
favour the charge is made may have himself registered 
as proprietor of the charge, and muy obtain a certificate 
of charge, which is to be prima facte evidence of the 
entry #0 made on the register. He may also have a note 
of the charge entered on the land register. Charges arey 
as between themselves, to rank according to the order in 
which they are entered on the register. ‘The proprietor 
of the charge is to have the power of entering into 
possession of the lands charged, subject to prior incum- 
brances and to the liability to account, and he is to have 
the same remedies as the owner of an equitable charge 
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at present possesses. If his instrument of charge con- 
tains a power of sale, to be exercised after a time to be 
specified in the instrument, he may exercise such power 
and give an effectual discharge for the purchase-money 
as if he. were registered proprietor of the land. When 
the charge is paid off, the registrar, on proof being given 
to him, is to enter a note of discharge on the register, 
and the land is to be thenceforth discharged from the 
charge. If doubt exists as to the persons entitled to 
receive the money charged on the land, the registered 
proprietor is to be enabled to pay the amount of the 
charge into court under the Trustee Relief Act, and 
thereby to discharge his land. The third mode of secu- 
rity provided for registered proprietors is by deposit of 
the land certificate. This, it will be remembered, is 
the document, containing a transcript of the part of 
the register relating to the land, which the registered 
proprietor is to receive on the completion of his entry 
-on the register. On any transfer of the land the certifi- 
cate is to be delivered up to the registrar and a new one 
granted to the transferee, so as to secure that there shall 
never be more than one certificate in existence. For 
practical purposes, therefore, this document will consti- 
tute the sole title deed of the person registered as abso- 
lute proprietor, and ultimately of all registered pro- 
prietors. In order to create a security by deposit, it is 
‘provided that the certificate shall be endorsed at the 
time of deposit with 4 memorandum of the date and 
purpose of the deposit, and shall be stamped as a mort- 
gage. The effect of this mode of security is, for the 
purpose of creating a lien on the land, to be equivalent 
to that of a charge, and no charge or lien on any 
registered land is to be created by any other deposit. 

Applying to these provisions the tests above noticed, 
we may, first of all, look at the matter from the point of 
view of the mortgagee, and consider whether the adoption 
of these proposals will in any way affect his safety. As 
regards the first of the modes of security—that which we 
may term the mortgage proper—the answer to this ques- 
tion is easy. The mortgagee who is entered as registered 
‘proprietor will have all the security now possessed by the 
legal mortgagee, and some additional advantages. 
The mortgage deed will of course contain the usual per- 
sonal covenant by the mortgagor, and the power of sale; 
but without the latter the mortgagee will be able to sell 
at any time he may think fit (subject, however, to tlie 
risk of an application being made to the court for inhi- 
bition), and, whether with or without the power of sale, 
he will be able to convey to a purchaser a title wholly 
unaffected even by express notice of the equity of re- 
‘demption or of any irregularity in the sale. If the mort- 
gagor has been registered with an absolute title the mort- 
gagee will of course possess a security such as no mort- 
gagee now has; while even if the mortgagor has been 
put on the register as proprietor with a limited title or 
as proprietor only, the security of the mortagee will be 
always improving. 

The security offered by the second mode of mort- 
gage—that by charge—is almost equally satisfac- 
tory. There is to be an instrument of charge which 
it is to be presumed will always contain a personal cove- 
nant for payment of the money advanced, and a power 
of sale. By having himself entered on the register of 
charges, and by having a note of the charge entered on 
the land register, andon the land certificate, the proprietor 
of the charge is enabled to make himself safe upon 
any disposition by the registered proprietor. It will, 
‘however, be incumbent on the solicitor acting for the pro- 
prietor of the charge to insist in all cases that the land 
certificate shall be delivered up to him to have the note 
‘of the charge entered upon it; for otherwise, under seo- 
‘tion 61, it would seem to be competent to the proprietor 
of the land, after the advance and before the note is 
made, to create another charge by deposit of the 
land certificate which will “take precedence of all 
statutory charges not previously noted on the certificate.” 
If the instrument of charge contains a power of sale, the 





position of the proprietor of the charge, as regards 
remedies for recovery of his money, will be analogous to 
that of the mortgagee who is registered proprietor. By 
section 64 of the Bill, where a registered charge is 
created there is to be implied (unless negatived in the 
instrument of charge) a covenant on the part of the re- 
gistered proprietor for the time being of the land to pay 
the principal money and interest. The result will be, 
as was pointed out with reference to a similar provision 
in Lord Selborne’s Bill, to convert what has hitherto 
been a personal covenant into a covenant running with 
the land, and to give the proprietor of the charge who has 
a personal covenant by the landowner in his instrument 
of charge, in addition thereto, the direct liability on the 
implied covenant of all succeeding registered proprietors 
of the land charged, whether they are beneficial owners 
or mere trustees. On the other hand, it is conceivable 
that if the instrument of charge contains no per. 
sonal covenant for payment, the mortgagor might find 
it worth his while, in the case of land mortgaged up 
to the hilt, to relieve himself from the burden of the 
implied covenant by having a pauper registered as pro- 
prietor. 

As to the advantage as regards safety of the third 
mode of security—that by deposit of the land cer- 
tificate—as compared with the present system of mort- 
gage by deposit, there can, we think, hardly be two 
opinions. The perils of equitable mortgagees are 
but too well known, and we need only refer in proof of 
them to the case of Dixon v. Muckleston (21 W. R. 178, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 155). “An equitable mortgagee,” as we re- 
marked in commenting on that case (17 S. J. 477), “may 
adopt every precaution which care or skill may suggest; 
he may have handed over to him deeds showing a sixty 
years’ title, together with a formal memorandum of charge, 
and yet, after all, he may find himself postponed to another 
person who has possession of a deed it may be a hundred 
years old, accompanied by an informal memorandum.” 
Now, under the proposed system, frauds of this kind will 
be rendered practically impossible. As there can be but 
one land certificate in existence, and no other charge can 
be created by deposit, there can be but one depositee ; the 
date and purpose of the deposit will be endorsed upon the 
certificate; the certificate will have to be produced before 
any charge can be subsequently registered, or before any 
transfer of the land can be made, and it is expressly 
provided that the mortgage by deposit shull take prece- 
dence of all statutory charges not previously noted on the 
certificate. On the whole we may probably conclude 
that while the mortgagee by transfer or by charge will 
be at least as secure as the legal mortgagee now is, the 
mortgagee by deposit of the land certificate will be ren- 
dered more secure than the equitable mortgagee is at 
present. As regards the mortgagee, therefore, there 
seems to be no reason to apprehend any objection to the 
adoption of the system proposed by Lord Cairns. 





CRIMINAL BUSINESS AT ASSIZES AND 
SESSIONS. 

It constantly happens during the assizes that, out of 
a large calendar, half the prisoners are charged with 
offences which either are or ought to be triable at 
quarter sessions. There are always a good many bur- 
glaries, for instance, which, though technically amount- 
ing to that crime, are really offences of the most trivial 
description. A man leaves his house shut up and goes 
out for an hour or two in the evening, and some 
passer-by opens the window and steals a cheese. This 
is an offence which can only be disposed of by her 
Majesty's justice dx eyre in all the solemnity of scarlet 
and ermine, while fraudulent bankruptoy, a crime in- 
volving facts and questions of a much more complicated 
character, may be tried by a chairman of quarter sessions 
who has had no legal training. The distinction drawn 
between cases triable at quarter sessions and those 
triable at assizes seems to depend in most cases—though 
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not all, e.g., perjury—upon the maximum amount of 
punishment which, by law, is applicable to the offence 
in question. It is, apparently, thought that offences 
which may possibly involve heavy sentences of penal 
servitude ought to be tried by trained judges and not by 
mere laymen. The principle does not seem altogether 
satisfactory ; first, because it is quite conceivable that 
the facts upon which the guilt or innocence of the pri- 
soner turns may be much more complex and difficult to 
deal with in a case involving a light sentence, than 
in one involving a heavy sentence; and secondly, 
because in many cases where from the nature of 
the crime a grave punishment might be imposed, 
in point of fact the offence is one of a light nature, 
and does not call for a larger sentence than an ordinary 
larceny. The basis of the distinction must be the 
supposition of a greater probability of error in the in- 
ferior tribunal, and it seems a little hard that an inno- 
cent person, when accused of a light offence, should run 
a greater risk of being convicted than when accused of a 
more serious crime. Since, however, it is absolutely 
necessary to entrust criminal jurisdiction to a great extent 
to quarter sessions, in order to save the time of the judges, 
the question arises whether these courts might not be 
so modified as more completely to effect this object, and 
at the same time to lessen the possibility of miscarriage 
of justice. If trained lawyers of ability were appointed 
chairmen of quarter sessions, the scope of the jurisdiction 
of those tribunals might be extended without danger. 
Nearly all cases might then be made triable at quarter 
sessions, reserving power to the magistrates to commit 
any case for trial to the assizes which they might think 
of a suitable character to be so tried. It is probably de- 
sirable that certain cases of an aggravated and heinous de- 
scription should be tried with the greater solemnity of the 
assizes, for the sake of the moral impression produced, 
and the greater publicity given. It may also be desirable 
that cases of an exceptionally difficult character, or where 


there is an unusual conflict of testimony, even though 
they may be such as are now triable at quarter sessions, 


should be sent to the assizes. There is much criminal 
business, however, such as the more trifling cases of 
burglary, cases even of manslaughter—a crime which 
may vary from being almost murder down to being almost 
an accident—cases of perjury, rickburning, coining, light 
cases of forgery, which often amount to Jittle more than 
obtaining money under false pretences, all of which 
might be very well tried before a chairman of quarter 
sessions who was a competent lawyer. 

At the same time, as we have before pointed out, it is 
very desirable, even for the trial of such offences as are 
now taken at quarter sessions, that the tribunal should 
be improved. Many chairmen of quarter sessions are 
quite incompetent to sum up a case, and, practically 
speaking, all they do is to read the evidence over to the 
jury, and strongly intimate to them in conclusion that 
they ought to find the prisoner guilty. We ought not 
perhaps to say that they real the evidence over to the 
jury; it is not always that they can do even this. We 
know of more than one instance of chairmen who do not 
take a note of the evidence as given, but underscore the 
depositions as the witness goes on. It is obvious in 
cases where much may depend on slight deviations by 
the witness from testimony previously given by him, how 
unsatisfactory is this course of proceeding. ‘The propor- 
tion of prisoners who are wrongfully accused at sessions 
is no doubt extremely small, but that cannot be made an 
argument in favour of an inefficient tribunal. It is not 
only desirable that justice should be done upon offenders, 
but that it should wear the appearance of justice to the 
bystanders. To the humbler part of the audience, we 
fear, the demeanour of vome chairmen does not present 
the appearance of judicial impartiality between the 
accuse’ and the Crown, but rather that of functionaries 
who conceive it to be their duty to see that prisoners are 
precuted with success. 

The effect of the prevent assize system is that what we 








suggest should bedone really is done, but in an informal 
and unsatisfactory way. When the criminal business iy 
at all heavy a commissioner is generally engaged to 
assist in trying prisoners; we have known as many as 
three commissioners sitting in a country town as well as 
the judge. There is no reason why professional men 
should be called on to do this work gratuitously as an 
act of friendship or courtesy to the judge. If the office 
of chairman of quarter sessions were fairly paid, there is 
little doubt that an amply sufficient number of able men 
could be procured to fill the position; a considerable 
portion of the criminal business now done at assizes 
might be better, because less hurriedly, done at sessions 
to the very great advantage of the business remaining to- 
be done at assizes, while a far better court would be 
provided for the hearing of rating and similar appeals at 
sessions, for which the present tribunal is so little . 
adapted that they have very frequently to be referred, 
after coming to the sessions, thus causing increased delay 
and expense to the parties interested. 
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PENDING LEGISLATION. 





Venpors AND PurcHAsERS. 

By this Bill, which constitutes the third of the mea- 
sures relating to land transfer intrcduced by Lord Cairns,. 
it is proposed that in the completion of any contract of 
sale of land made, whether by trustees or others, after 
31st December of this year, and not containing any 
stipulation to the contrary, forty years shall be substi- 
tuted for sixty years as the period of commencement of 
title which a purchaser may require, and the following 
conditions of sale are to be implied, unless expressly 
excluded. 

(1) On the grant or assignment of a lease the title to 
the freehold shall not be called for or investigated. 

(2) Recitals, &c., in deeds, &c., twenty years old shall 
be evidence. 

(3) Inability of vendor to furnish legal’ covenant for 
production shall not be an objection if purchaser 
will have equitable right to production. 

(4) Production of deeds, &c., not in vendor’s possession,. 
or attested copies, &c., shall be at purchaser’s expense. 

(5) Covenants for production shall be furnished at 
purchaser’s expense, vendor bearing expense of perusal 
and execution by all necessary parties other than the 
purchaser. 

(6) Where vendor retains any part of an estate to 
which documents of title relate he shall retain such 
documents. 

(7) On sale or mortgage by devisee of land in Middle- 
sex or Yorkshire it shall not be an objection to the title 
that the testator’s will has not been registered within the 
prescribed time ; provided that the ussurance to the pur- 
chaser or mortgagee from the devisee shall be regis- 
tered before the registration of an assurance from the 
testator’s heir-at-law. 

The legal personal representative of a mortgagee of a 
freehold estate, or of copyholds to which a mortgagee 
has been admitted, on payment of the mortgage money,. 
is to be empowered to convey or surrender the mort- 
gaged estate. ; 

By the last clause of the Bill it is proposed to enable 
a vendor or purchaser of real or leasehold estate, or his 
representative, to apply in chambers to a judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court in respect of any 
question arising out of a contract for sale of land (not 
being a question affecting the existence or validity of 
the contract), and the judge is to be empowered to make 
such order as he ghall think just, and to order by whom 
the costs of the application are to be paid. 





we. romans of 





It is announced that Mr. Justice Honyman is progressing 
very satisfactorily, and that his Lordship will probably go 
out of town for a short time, 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
MisstaTEMENTS IN Prospectrus—LiAsiuity or Directors 
to PurcuaseR or SHARES. 
Peek v. Gurney, H. L., 22 W. R. 29, L. R. 6 H. L. 377. 

The bill in this case was filed in 1868 by Mr. Peek, a 
purchaser of shares in Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited), 
against the surviving directors of the company and the 
executors of a deceased director, and it sought indemnity 
from the defendants for the loss incurred by the plaintiff 
in respect of his shares, on the ground that it was on the 
faith of the prospectus issued by the directors that he 
purchased them, and that the prospectus misrepresented 
and concealed certain material facts. The plaintiff was 
on the list of shareholders at the date of the winding up 
of the company, and his liability to be settled on the list 
of contributories was confirmed by the House of Lords 
(Oakes v. Turquand and Peek v. Turquand, L. R. 2 
H. L. 325). 

The late Master of the Rolls dismissed the plaintiff's 
bill (Peek v. Gurney, 20 W. R. 71, L. R. 13 Eq. 79), and 
his decision was now upheld by the House of Lords. It 
will, however, be found a curious and interesting study 
to contrast the grounds of the judgment cf the court 
of first instance with those of the judgments of the 
Lords. 

Lord Romilly treated the question as turning entirely 
upon the suppression of a material fact—namely, the in- 
solvency of the old firm. He considered that this sup- 
pression would have entitled any shareholder, discovering 
it shortly after the shares had been allotted to him, to 
have his shares cancelled and his money returned, or if 
that were impossible, to have relief against the directors 
personally. In the present case, however, as to most of 
the shares, the original allottee was cognizant of all the 
circumstances, and this fact, in his Lordship’s opinion, 
precluded the transferee of those shares from any relief. 
Moreover, as to all the shares, the plaintiff was bound by 
delay. For, although, in suits of this description against 
directors, there is not recognised the same hard and fast 
line as has been laid down in cases where removal from 
the list of shareholders is sought—namely, that the pro- 
ceedings must have been commenced before the winding 
up, yet in practice a similar principle ought to be applied, 
and a person must not watch for the success or failure of 
the company before taking action. In this view of the case 
the question whether the company has failed or not is 
very material as throwing light on the conduct of the 
person instituting proceedings against the directors. 
Applying these considerations, his Lordship held that the 
plaintiff, who had bought his shares in October, 1865, and 
at the beginning of January, 1866, but who had never 
made any inquiry until after the failure of the company 
on the 10th of May, 1866, and would, his Lordship 
thought, never have made any inquiry but for such 
failure, and who must be treated as to the question of 
delay exactly as if he had been an original allottee in 
July, 1865, had forfeited all title to relief by improper 
delay. 

In the House of Lords the whole matter was looked at 
from a different point of view. ‘Their Lordships held 
that, the suit not being for the rescission of a contract, 
but being in the nature of an action ex delicto, no delay 
would be a bar unless it were such as to make the 
Statute of Limitations applicable to the case. They 
held that to maintain such a suit as the present, or the 
corresponding action under the concurrent jurisdiction of 
the courts of law—namely, an action for deceit, mere 
non-disclosure would not be sufficient ground, but that 
there must bo “some active misstatement of fact, or, at 
all events, such a partial and fragmentary statemontof fact, 
as that the withholding of that which is not stated makes 
that which is stated absolutely false.” This requisite 
their Lordships found in the statement contained in the 
prospectus that the new company were to pay £500,000 











for the goodwill of the old firm—the fact being that th 
£500,000 was virtually to be applied for the purpose o 
partially filling up the gulf of bankruptcy of the olc 
firm. Having decided these points in the plaintiff: 
favour, their Lordships then proceeded to the vital ques- 
tion whether a purchaser of shares in the market is entitled 
to relief against the persons who issued the prospectus, 
on the ground that it was through reading the prospectus 
and believing the statements therein contained to be truc- 
that hehad gone into the market and purchased the shares. 
The prospectus in this case was in the usual form 
namely, an invitation to the public to apply for shares, 
that is, to apply for an original allotment of share<. 
Their Lordships held that after the allotment of the 
shares the prospectus had done its work and was 
exhausted; that the injury to the plaintiff was too 
remote ; that in fact, as was said by Lord Chelmsford, 
“a purchaser of shares in the market upon the faith of :: 
prospectus which he has not received from those wh: 
are answerable for it, cannot by action upon it so connect 
himself with them as to render them liable to him for 
the misrepresentations contained in it, as if it had been 
addressed personally to himself.’ The prospectus was. 
no doubt, as Lord Cairns said, addressed to the whole oi 
the public, and might have been appropriated to himself 
by any person answering it upon the form upon which 
it was intended by the prospectus that it should be so 
answered. The plaintiff did not so appropriate it, and 
the principle of law applicable to his case, as laid down 
by Wood, V.C., in Barry v. Croskey (2 J. & H. at p. 23), 
was adopted by Lord Cairns:—“The injury must be 
the immediate and not the remote consequence of the 
representation made. To render a man responsible for the 
consequences of a false representation made by him to 
another, upon which a third person acts, and, so acting, 
is injured or damnified, it must appear that such false 
representation was made with the direct intent that it 
should be acted upon by such third person in the manner 
that occasions the injury or loss.” 








REVIEWS. 


INSURANCE LAW. 

The Law of Insurance as applied to Fire, Life, Accident. 
Guarantee, and other Non-Maritime Risks. By Joux 
Wiper May. Boston: Little, Brown & Co. 1873. 
Almost all works that have been published on the 

subject of insurance have been limited to the Kind of 

insurance which, if not now the most common, is at once 
the oldest and the most difficult—the insurance against 
maritime risks. The present work, in dealing with all 
non-maritime risks, fills a useful place in legal literature. 
The United States can boast of having produced two 
works on insurance law, which, perhaps, stand higher 
than any works on the same subject in the English 
language. Phillips and Duer are cited constantly in our 
courts, and the opinions of those text writers are quoted 
with a deference second only to that which is paid to 
the decisions of our own tribunals. We could wish that 
in a branch of law which the Americans have made so 
peculiarly their own, and which, as the present work 
shows, is far more widely applied in the States than in 
our own country, the ground not covered by the text 

writers of whom we have spoken had been occupied by a 

work entitled to hold the same rank with theirs. But 

although Mr. May's book shows much industry, it is im- 

possible to ascribe to it the praise of accurate reasoning, 

careful citation, or precise language. The author 
announces in his preface that “ by a studied brevity in 
the statement of the earlier questions, which may now 
be regarded as settled, room has been found to present, 
with consideradle fudiness, the discussions to be found in 
the reports upon many of the more recent questions, 
which may be regarded as still undergoing the process of 
elaboration.” We shall notice below the very wide con- 
struction which the author gives to the words “ cons’. 
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deratle fullness ;’’ but in the meantime we are entitled to 
exp ct that in those portions of the work which are treated 
more briefly, and which deal with general questions, 
such as those of “insurabl2 interest,’ we should have not 
only “ studied brevity” but what is of more consequence, 
studied accuracy and precision, and a well arranged 
meéttod. In this we are disappointed. Under the head 
just mentioned a number of instances are thrown together 
without any attempt at arrangement, and, as necessarily 
follows, without any attempt to deduce a principle. It 
is not to be wondered at, then, that the expressions are 
often careless and inaccurate; thus itis said at p. 85, 
“insurable interest does not at all depend upon the 
completeness or validity of the title by which the in- 
sured property is held,” which is in direct contradiction 
to acase cited on the opposite page, in which it was 
held that a mere intruder, holding property to which he 
has no title, cannot insure. Again at p. 90, under the 
heading “‘ vendor in possession, but without title,” the 
case of North British and Mercantile Insurance Com- 
pany v. Moffatt, 20 W. R. 114, L. R. 7 C. P. 25, wrongly 
cited as North v. British and Mercantile Insurunce Com- 
pony, is quoted as though it decided that on general prin- 
ciples a vendor remaining in possession of sold goods could 
not insure; whereas the case proceeded entirely 
on the ground that the goods insured were, by 
the express words of the policy, limited to goods 
“for which the assured was _ responsible,’ those 
words having been inserted for the purpose of 
avoiding the liability which, in the earlier cases of 
Waters vy. Monurch Fire and Life Assurance Com- 
pany (4 W. R. 245, 5 E. & B. 870), and London and 
North Western Railway Company v. Glyn (7 W. R. 
238, 1 E. & E. 652), had been held to attach under 
the like circumstances. Again, at p. 91, it is laid 
down broadly that by the statute law of England 
re-insurance is prohibited, “except in certain cases,’ 
meaning the cases excepted in 19 Geo. 2, c. 37, s. 4; 
whereas re-insurance was prohibited by that statute only 
in the case of maritime risks, and was in daily practice in 
the case of other insurances, and this provision is itself now 
repealed by 27 & 28 Vict. c. 56, s. 1, and 30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 23,8. 3. Such inaccuracies are great drawbacks from 
the usefulness of a text-book, and they are not compen- 
sated for by the extraordinary length to which some of 
the discussions on the “more recent questions” are 
drawn out. In the chapter on suicide, out of the forty- 
three pages in which the chapter is contained, no less 
than thirty-two consist of long extracts (from which 
poetry is not excluded) from judgments delivered in the 
American courts, and we cannot say that, after reading 
them, we are in the least degree nearer to a principle of 
decision on the question whether suicide caused by insa- 
nity ought or oughtnotto be reckoned as covered by the ex- 
ception which prvtects insurance companies against 
liability when the assured dies by his own hands. The 
point being simply is suicide by insanity to be 
taken as meant by the words used, how are we 
assisted to a judgment by long disquisitions upon 
the various forms, causes, and symptoms of insanity? 
The question is not at all what constitutes or proves in- 
sanity, but, insanity being proved, does it prevent the 
suicide from being a suicide, or a dying by his own hands 
on the part of the assured, within the meaning of the 
policy ? 

Notwithstanding the defects which we have mentioned, 
the book, filling as it does a hitherto unoccupied place, 
will be found a useful compilation. The English lawyer, 
however, must bear in mind that in no branch of law is 
there so great a diversity between the English and 
American systems as in that of insurance. Even in 
maritime insurance this has constantly to be remembered 
in consulting such standard works as those of Phillips 
and Duer; and the present book exhibits the divergence 
in many pointe; in none more than under the head of in- 
surable interest. It may be said generally that in the 
courts of the United States insurance has been dealt with 





| with much greater freedom and laxity than in England, 


or if we may so express it, with more favour to the con- 
tract of insurance. 


THE LAW MAGAZINE. 


The Law Magazine and Review. April, 1874. Reeves 
& Turner. 

We are glad to observe that the transformation scene 
is over, the lime light extinguished, and the brilliant 
but monotonous scenery shifted. To drop metaphor, 
our respected contemporary has now returned to his 
former self, and resumed his useful career. The num- 
ber for the present month contains Mr. Forsyth’s 
paper on the rules of evidence as applicable to the 
credibility of history ; an article by Mr. Joseph Brown, 
Q.C., onthe Tichborne imposture and trial by jury, in 
which he argues in favour of a diminution in the 
number of the jury and against requiring a unanimous 
verdiet, and a useful paper by Dr. Zimmerman descrip- 
tive of trial by jury, and the public prosecutor system 
in Germany. 


THE NEW PARLIAMENT. 

Supplement to Thom's Irish Almanack, containing the 
New Parliament, the New Ministry, &c. Dublin: 
Alexander Thom. 

This supplement contains a list of the members re- 
turned at the recent election, with the votes recorded for 
all the candidates, the population of the constituencies, 
&e., arranged in parallel columns with the same infor- 
mation with reference to the last Parliament; followed 
by full details with reference to the new members. The 
work, like the almanack to which it is a supplement, is 
most complete and admirable in its arrangement. 


Works REcEIvED. 
The Tichborne Imposture and Trial by Jary. 
JosErH Brown, Q.C. 
A Treatise on the Law of Guarantees, and of Principal 
and Surety. By H. A De Coryer, Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworths. 


By 








NOTES. 


HOME. 

On Monday the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, in Ex parte 
Putnam, decided that, under section 92 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, if it be shown that « debtor unable to pay his 
debts has made a payment to a particular creditor with 
the intention of preferring him to the others, yet, if it be 
not shown that that creditor was aware of the debtor’s insol- 
vency or of the intention to prefer him, the traneaction 
cannot be avoided by the debtor’s trustee in bankruptcy 
as a fraudulent preference. This was, in his Lordship’s 
opinion, the effect of the proviso at the end of section 92, 
which reserves the rights of a payee in gocd faith and for 
valuable consideration. 


In another cave of Re Littler the Chief Jadge held that 
where creditors resolved to accept a composition on the 
debts due by two partners, an assenting creditor, who 
held security for his debt on the separate estate of one of 
the partners, was entitled to retain his security, though 
there was no provision contained in the resolutions 
expressly reserving this right (see Bank of Australasia v. 
Flower, 141. T. N. 8. 144). 


ee 


Mr. Richard Harington, the judge of a large agricul- 
tural county court circuit, while holding with all who have 
practical experience of the subject, that to deprive the 
small debte court of its power of punishing persons who 
fraudulently or contumaciously disobey its orders for the 
payment of money would be practically to prohibit the re- 
toy A of small debts at all, suggests that the proper 
remedy for the system of excessive credit is the abbreviation 
of the Statute of Limitations in respect to small debts. A 
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Statute of Limitations graduated on a scale varying with 
the amount of debt contracted in any one transaction, and 
applying equally to jadgments which the plaintiff takes no 
steps to enforce as to debts for which the creditor neglects 
to sue, would, he thinks, have the effect of checking undue 
credit. and the speculative purchase of doubtful debts, 
while it would not drive into our workhouses those whose 
means of existence consist in discounting their future earn- 
ings. The suggestion merits the attention of Parliament. 


A very lamentable event is recorded to have occurred at 
the Driffield County Court on Monday last. “ This,” says 
the local paper, “ was the first appearance of his Honour 
(the new judge) at Driffield, but as no solicitors were pre- 
sent, there was no one to congratulate him or to pass an 
eulogiam on his predecessor as at the other courts.” 





FOREIGN. 
FRANCE. 

From the Annales de la Propriété Industrielle, Artistique 
et Litteraire, from December, 1873, to February, 1874, we 
extract two decisions which illustrate the recent cases of 
Raggett v. Findlater (22 W. R. 53, L. R. 17 Eq. 29), Ford v. 
Foster (20 W. R. 311, L. R. 7 Ch. 611), and others of the 
like kind. In the one case (vol, 19, p. 378) an English 
firm, having registered as a trade name for the products of 
their manufacture the name of phospho guano, sought to 
restrain the use of the same name by a French firm. The 
court (at Beauvais) rejectedsthe claim on the ground that the 
word phospho guano was already in use in scientific language 
to describe guano treated with the phosphoric acid in various 
doses, that it was used as a generic term in published 
lectures on agriculture delivered by M. Adolphe Bobiére 
from 1850 to 1862, and that since that time the expression had 
been used inscience to signify phosphatized manures, whatever 
their origin, although entirely artificial and without any 
mixture of guano. On the other hand, in thesecond case 
(vol. 20, p. 81), the Court of Appeal at Paris, affirming the 
decision of the court below, allowed the validity of the 
trade name Aqua divina, though only a Spanish translation 
of the well-known term Kaw divine, on the ground that 
although, in general, names drawn from the vulgar 
tongue and applicable to an entire class of products what- 
ever their origin, cannot constitute trade or merchandise 
marks, it is otherwise when the ‘registered names, not 
having been commonly employed, and. not having become 
public property, can only characterise special products, and 
have the object of distinguishing them from all other similar 
products produced by a different manufacturer. 


In the same journal (vol. 20, p. 38) we find a case decided 
at Paris in which it was in substance held, that a patent 
for producing a particular effect upon a natural product 
(bleaching feathers) only covers the process, and does not 
prevent other persons from producing the same result by 
different means. This was not decided in terms, but, as 
the editor points out, it was decided in eflect, because the 
court directed an examination by experts as to the method 
employed by the defendants in bleaching feathers, an ex- 
amination which would have been idle if the claim of the 
patentee not to havethe product imitated could have been 
sustained. We know of no precisely similar case in this 
country ; but see Unwin y. Heath (5 H. L. Cas, 505). 


— 
Unitep Srartss, 


In the case of Sherlock v. Bainbridge (41 Ind. 35, roted 
Albay Law Journal, 222) the court laid down the rule 
that the navigation of public rivers is governed by the same 
principle that is applied to common highways. The Ohio 
river being a “common highway,” the owner of the soil 
along its banks, although his title may extend to low-water 
mark, cannot so conatruct his wharf as materially to inter- 
fere with the navigation of the river. His title to the soil 
of the shore, or under the water, does not authorise him to 
obstruot, in any way, the free use of the river by the public 
asa highway. Every citizen has the right to use it as 
such, in all its parts not ocoupied for the time being by 
Others in its navigation. This right to navigate includes 
the right to stop when the purposes of such navigation re- 
quire tt, for a reasonable length of time, to ship and dis- 





charge freight and passengers. If one, in navigating the 
river, and in landing at a wharf with his steamboat, should 
lap over an adjoining wharf-boat, without touching the 
wharf-boat, it would not be a trespass, and he would not 
be liable for damages occasioned by his boat's preventing 
other boats from landing at the wharf-boat, or even if his 
boat injured the wharf-boat, if there was no want of skill 
or care on his part. Any one navigating the river has the 
right to land at such wharf as suits his convenience, and if 
in doing so the current of the river, or other circumstance, 
carries the stern of his boat down stream, so that a portion 
of his boat's length lies in front of an adjoining wharf, but 
still in the navigable water of the river, he is but in the 
exercise of a legal right, and cannot be responsible for 
any consequential damages which may be sustained by 
other boats being thereby prevented from landing at the 
wharf he may overlap; provided, that in thus exercising 
his right, he use due skill, care, and despatch, and subjects 
others to as little inconvenience as is possible, consistently 
with the exercise of his own rights. Downey, J., however, 
dissented from this judgment, on the ground that the 
opinion unnecessarily aud improperly subordinated the 
rights of the riparian proprietor to the mere convenience 
of the navigator. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


“Tur Damy Tetecrarn” on ImpRisONMENT FoR Dest. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—For the info-mation of members of my profession, 
let meask you to reprint in your columns the following re- 
markable extract from a leading article which appeared a 
few days ago in the Daily Telegraph in referenve to the pro- 
posed measure of Mr. Bass for what was styled the abolition 
of imprisonment for debt. 

There seems to be a growing fashion among journal- 
ists of the Daily Telegraph type to spice their criti- 
cisms of proposed legislation by illustrations of imaginary 
practices of every day occurrence, which are as untair to 
the members of an honourable profession as they are uno- 
truthful. A Soricrror. 

Durham. 


The following is the extract raferrel t> by our corre:- 
pondent:— 

“* Let it be supposed that aclaim is made againsta man 
for ten or twenty, or forty-nine pounds, nineteen shillings, 
elevenpence three farthings. Beyend the maximum sum 
named he must be sued in a superior court ; between that 
and the minimum it is perfectly optional with the creditor 
whether he shall sue his debtor in the County Court or in 
the Common Pleas or the Exchequer. If he has a spite 
against his opponent, or if he wishes to put costs into the 
pocket of his own lawver, he resorts to a superior tribunal, 
instead of availing himself of the cheap justice administered 
by the county court jadges. Say that the claim is for five- 
and-twenty ponnds. The debtor is served with a writ, 
whica costs the attorney five shillings, aud for which he 
charges the debtor two guineas, and often s larger sum, 
The writ has, in the case of a simple debt eight days, «nd in 
the case of a bill of exchange twelve days, to run, In the 
last instance the debtor has generally no defence to the 
action, as he can only obtain leave to enter an appearance 
by making an affidavit that he has a good plea upon the 
merits. Virtually, in the matter of a bill, he is convicted 
before he is sentenced, but the sentence follows, it must be 
admitted, very swiftly indeed upon the conviction, The 
specified time having expired, the creditor’s attorney signs 
judgment. The ink in that judgment is scarcely dry before 
the debtor is served with a summons directing him toappear 
on a certain day—usually within a week of the issue of the 
summons—-before a judge at chamber-, to show cause why 
he should not be committed to Holloway or to Horsemonger- 
lane Gaol for six weeks for the offence of not satisfying a 
judgment against him for twenty-five pounds and costs, 
which by this time generally amount to five or six pounds 
more. Nothing is said in the summons about fraud orabout 
contempt of court; the debtor is simply called upon to show 
why he should not go to gaol—and, be it remembered, to 
a criminal gaol, At the appointed time he presents himself 
at the Rolls Garden, Chanccry-lane, and there, before the case 
ia called on, he meets the attorney or the attorney's clerk, 
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who, whatever may be the secret'wishes: of! a: vindictive 
creditor, has no* more desire, of his own motion, to 
send the debtor to prison than the debtor‘has to go thitber. 
The simple object of the man of law is to screw more 
and more costs out of the luckless individual who owes 
the debt, now reaching more than thirty pounds. The 
costs of the summons amount to three or four and twenty 
shillings more. The debtor, anxious to get away from 
the Rolls Garden, signs an undertaking to discharge the 
liability by instalments of so many pounds per week or per 
month ; at all events, he submits to terms about twenty 
times more onerous than would be imposed on him by a 
county court judge; and when he has conserted to the order 
he usually finds that he is expected—quite in a friendly, 
but still obligatory manner—to pay the attorney two or three 
guineas more for “ costs” of a non-specified nature. If he 
fail in the payment of any one instalment he can be 
summoned and re-summoned twenty times over, to be 
twenty times threatened with incarceration in a felon’s gaol, 
and twenty times mulcted in more and more extortionate 
costs, Thisis the diverting little entertainment of ‘Chassez- 
croisez’ pursued every week-day during term in the Rolls 
Garden, Chancery-lane.” 








COURTS. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Hazuirt, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
March 23.—Re Sidney and Wiggins. 

Three days before the first instalment of a composition 
became due the agent for the debtors sent notice to the creditors 
that he was prepared to pay it on the Wednesday then next or 
any subsequent Wednesday. 

A creditor who had not received the composition, and who 
alleged fraud in the contracting of his debt, and that the 
terms of the composition had not been complied with, com- 
menced an action for the recovery of the full amount of his 
claim. 

Upon an application for an injunction to restrain proceed- 
ings in the action, 

Held, that, under the circumstances, the application must 
be granted, but that, as reasonable ground existed for bring- 
ing the action, the creditor was entitled to his costs at common 
law and in this court. 


This was an application to restrain David Parry, by 
injunction, from proceeding with an action at law, com- 
menced in January, 1874, to recover £205 7s. 9d., the 
amount of a dishonoured cheque of the debtors’. 

The cheque in question was handed to Mr. Parry, in 
exchange for another of about the same amount, signed 
by the debtors, and the following memorandum showed 
the transaction :— 

“9/7/73. 

“Kindly hand bearer a cheque for £200 1s. 6d., in 
exchange for the secompanying one of £200 16s. 6d., for 
next Wednesday, and oblige yours, 8S. & W.” 

On the morning of the 16th a note was received from 
Messrs. Sidney & Wiggins :— 

“Be good enough not to pay our cheque into your 
bankers to-morrow. We will see you between twelve and 
one o'clock respecting it.—Yours faithfully, 

8S. & W.” 

Mr. Parry’ alleged that when the note was received the 
cheque bad already been paid in, and a message was sent 
to the debtors to that effect. They did vot call as pro- 
mised, and the cheque upon presentation was dishononred. 
_ On the 19th July the debtors filed their petition for 
liquidation by arrangement. 

At the first meeting, held on the 13th August, 1873, a 
resolution was passed as follows:—That a composition of 
2s. 6d. in the pound shall be accepted in satisfaction of the 
debts due to the creditors from the said E. Sidney and E. J. 
Wiggins, and such composition be payable as follows :— 
64. within three calendar months from the registration of 
t 46 resolution confirming this resolution, and the sum of 
i+. Within six months, and the farther sum of 1s. within 
twelve months, the due payment of such last instalment 
of 1s. to be guaranteed by the joint and several promis- 
sory note of the debtors and Mr. Thos. Norfolk, of Dept- 
ford. Mr, Parry attended the first meeting but did not 





prove, and the resolution was duly registered. The 
debtors alleged that they appointed Mr. Joseph Shoobrook 
their agent for payment of the composition. 

The first instalment payable to the creditors became 
due on the 9th of December, 1873, and on the 6th a notice 
was sent by Mr. Shoobrook to Mr. Parry at his place of 
business, informing him that the amount of such first 
instalment would be paid to him on the 9th of December, 
or on any Wednesday following. Parry never applied for 
tho composition, and Norfolk had declined to become 
guarantee for the payment of the last instalment of the 
composition. 

Qn the 19th of January, 1874, Parry issued a writ for 
the recovery of his debt, and before the expiration of the 
time for appearing a summons was taken out on behalf of 
the defendant calling upon the plaintiff to show cause 
why, upon payment to him of £5 Os. 6d., the amount of 
the first instalment of the composition and taxed costs, 
all further proceedings in the action should not be stayed. 
The plaintiff's attorneys attended the summons, and as 
they claimed more than the amount mentioned, no order 
was made. The defendants pleaded in the action, and 
the plaintiff demurred to one of the pleas. The second 
instalment became due on the 9th of March, and Mr. 
Shoobrook sent a letter to Mr. Parry on the 3rd of March 
informing him that the amount of the composition was 
ready to be paid on the 9th inst., or on any subsequent 
Wednesday. 

Mr. Parry did not call, and thereupon, on the 12th of 
March, tender was made to him in bank notes and cash of 
the sum of £20 2s., being the amount of the second 
and third instalments of the composition, but he declined 
to receive the same. 

Mr. Parry did not apply for any promissory note. 

Grantham (Benjamin, Q.C., with him), in support of the 
application.—The present case is distinguishable from 
Edwards v. Coombe, 21 W. R. 107, L. R. 7 C. P. 519. Ee 
parte Hemingway, 20 W. R. 572, is more in point. The 
respondent cannot deny that he received the notice stating 
the composition was ready for him, and he is in precisely. 
the same position as he would tave been if the promissory 
note had been tendered to him. The mere allegation of 
fraud cannot affect the validity of the composition. 

F. Knight and Jencken, for the respondent.—As we allege 
fraud on the part of the debtor, the respondent is not 
bound by the terms of the composition: 15th section 
Debtors Act. Apart from that, the onus is upon the debtors 
to show that they have complied with the terms of the 
composition. This they cannot do. It was the duty of 
the debtors to tender the composition, and the respondent 
was not bound to take any step: Hazard v. Mare, 9 W. R. 
252, 6 H. & N. 434. There was no nomination of Mr. 
Shoobrook as trustee for receipt and distribution of the 
composition: Rule 279 Bankruptcy Act, 1869. There was 
no tender until after action brought. The valae of Ex 
parte Hemingway (whi sup.) as an authority is very much 
shaken by Lz parte Hodge, Re Hatton, 20 W. R. 978, L. R.7 
Ch. 723; Ex parte Hartel, Re Taorp, 21 W. RK. 428, L. RB. 8 
Ch. 743 ; Fessard v. Mugnier, 13 W. Rt. 388, 18 C. B. N. 8. 
286; Ex parte Paper Staining Company, Ke Bishop, L. R. 8 
Ch. 595, 21 W. R. Dig. 23. 

Grantham, in reply, cited Ex parte Waterer, Re Taylor 
22 W. R. 426. 

Hazuirr, Registrar.—It seems to me that this case is dif. 
ferent from those which have been cited. The creditor 
before the court of common law alleges that the terms 
of the composition have not been complied with; that no 
tender has been made, and—which is more material—that 
the promissory notes which were to cover the last instal- 
ment have not been tendered ; and it is further suggested 
that the person who is to be co-surety refuses to join. If 
that be so it is only another illustration of the way in 
which these things are done. Before creditors agree to ac- 
cept composition notes it would be as well for them to. un- 
derstand whether the proposed surety is willing to under- 
take the obligation. There was no time fixed for these 
notes to be given. It may be true that that ought to have 
been done, but the other creditors have been willing that it 
should not be done, and, therefore, I do not think it is mae 
terial, The first 6d. was tendered by a person who, 


though not named in any resolution, had money provided 
topay the 6d,, and he sends notice to the creditor that he cap 
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attend on the following Wednesday, or the then following 
Wednesday, or any other Wednesday. That seems to have 
given rather a greater facility to the creditor to receive the 
money than he would have had if he had been limited to 
any particular time. Upon the whole it seems to me that 
this. is an action in which the individual creditor is mainly 
concerned, and that as it would upset the liquidation to 
which. the other creditors have assented if it were allowed 
to continue, it may be fairly restrained. If the debtor has 
been committing fraud there is the Debtor’s Act open to 
the creditor. As to costs, a great deal would depend upon 
‘the question whether the creditor in bringing this action 
had any fair ground for doing so, and as I think there may 
have beeu some reasonable grounds for it, [ think the 
debtor ought to pay the costs of the action, and of the ap- 
plication. 

Solicitor for'the debtor, VW. A. Crump. 

Solicitors for the creditor, Sharp § Turner. 

(Before Mr. Registrar Rocue, sitting as Chief Judge.) 


March 24.—Re Godrich. 

Proceedings under adjudication continued with the aid of 
the registrar trustee, where the petitioning creditor alleges 
that he believes the bankrupt to be possessed of considerable 
property, the usual indemnity being given. 

Registrar’s report. ‘ 

The bankrupt, Francis Godrich, the younger, described 
‘as @ surgeon, had been adjudicated a bankrupt upon the 
petition of Mr. Augustus Beddall, solicitor, a creditor for 
£253 10s, 6d., beiag the petitioner’s costs in the divorce 
suit of Godrich v. Godrich, directed to be paid to the peti- 
tioner seven days after service of the order made in the 
suit by Sir J. Hannen. A first meeting was held on the 
3rd March, 1874, when no quorwm of creditors could be 
formed, and the adjourned sitting was attended with the 
like result. The debts amounted to £2,081. The peti- 
tioning creditor alleged that the bankrupt was until re- 
cently in practice as a surgeon, and ought to be in the re- 
‘ceipt of agood income. He believed him to be possessed 
of considerable property, and that an examination would 
show this to be the case. 

Brough, for the petitioning creditor, asked that the 
bankruptcy should proceed with the aid of the registrar as 
trustee: Ex parte English Joint Stock Bank, Re Finney, 
19 W. BR. 140, L. R. 6 Ch. 79. He was prepared to enter 
into the usual indemnity. 

Aldridge (solicitor) for the registrar trustee. 

Rocug, Registrar.—In this case I think the bankruptcy 
may proceed with the aid of the registrar trustee upon the 
usual indemnity being given. The petitioning creditor 
alleges that he believes the bankrupt to be possessed of 
‘considerable property. That, I think, is sufficient. 

Solicitor, Beddall. 


ELECTION PETITIONS. 
HAcKNEY. 
(Before Grove, J.) 
Gill, petitioner ; Holms and Reed, respondents. 
‘Closing of polling places on day of election—Ballot Act, s,18, 


This was a petition by Lieutenant Gill, R.E., against the 
return of Mr. John Holms and Sir Charles Reed as repre- 
‘sentatives of the borough of Hackney. 

Patchett was counsel for the petitioner; the Zon. E. 
Chandos Leigh and Bowen for the sitting members; and 
W. 7. Barnard for Mr. Child, the late Returning Officer, 

The facts of the case and the course of the arguments ap- 
pear from the judgment. 

Grove, J., aaid that it had been clearly proved that two 
polling-places—namely, at South Hackney and Homerton, 
where 4,838 electors were alone entitled to vote—had been 
entirely closed on the election day, and that, inconsequende, 
not one of those electors could by any possibility have voted. 
At four other polling-places the poll was not opened until 
more than an hour, at least, after the legal time, and, un- 
‘doubtedly, a considerable number of voters had, therefore, no 
‘reasonable opportunity of there recording their votes. It was 
impossible to guess how many electors had actually been 
precluded from voting on the occasion ; but it was surely 
not unreasonable to say that a large number had had no 
‘hance of voting at all; that others who desired to vote 





had to leave before the polling-places were open ; and that, 
in consequence of these circumstances, which would 
gradually become known in the districts, some others who 
would have voted had not. Under this state of facts he 
had to consider whether it really was “an election” for 
the borough of Hackney. The 13th section of the Ballot 
Act provided that no election should be declared invalid by 
reason of a non-compliance with the rules contained in the 
first section to the Act, or any mistake in the use of the 
forms in the second schedule of the Act, if it appeared to 
the tribunal having cognizance of the question that the 
election was conducted in accordance with the principles 
laid down in the body of the Act, and that such non-com- 
pliance or mistake did not affect the result of the election. 
Mr. Bowen had contended that both conditions must be 
fulfilled, and that the election judge must, before voiding 
the election, not only be satisfied that the mistake 
actually affected the result, but that another candidate 
would, but for it, have been elected. He could not see, 
assuming that argument to be a correct one, how a tri- 
bunal could by any possibility say what would or might 
have happened under different circumstances. To decide 
what would have been the result of a concatenation of 
events which had never occurred, at a different time and 
operating on the minds of different persons, was a problem 
with which the human mind was not capable of grappling. 
He really could not determine by any process who would 
have been in this instance elected if certain matters had been 
complied with which were not. The leading principle of 
the Ballot Act was undoubtedly secrecy of voting. He had 
been asked, in effect, to determine in a constituency of 
41,000 electors, how many of them were likely to have voted, 
and next for whom. Such an inquiry would not only have 
been entirely contrary to the spirit of the Act, but it would 
bea simple impossibility, and, indeed, a reduction of the 
statute to a manifest absurdity. It would, in fact, place an 
election out of the hands of the constituency and into those 
of an election judge, whose duty, as he believed, was simply 
to see whether an election had been properly conducted ac- 
cording to law. Hehad now to decide, in the first place, 
whether the election had been conducted in accordance with 
the principle of the Act. Although it was very difficult to 
settle what was the principle or soul of a statute, yet he 
thought he might assume that one of its principles 
was that voting should be secret, and another that 
the electors should have a fair opportunity of recording 
their votes. In this case nearly 5,000 voters had been 
absolutely, and others partially, though practically, 
disfranchised, and he therefore held that the election had 
not been conducted in accordance with the principle of the 
Act. Next he had to see whether the irregularities com~- 
plained of affected the result of the election—in other 
words, to determine whether they were such as fairly and 
substantially to bear upon the result. He could nat pos- 
sibly say whether the result would have been changed or 
altered if circumstances had been different, but he held 
that what had occurred had an important aad substantial 
bearing upon the result, and that that result might have 
been different if facilities had been afforded for the whole 
of the electors to poll. The object of the section, as he read 
it, was that an election otherwise unexceptionable should 
not be voided for a mere informality or triviality, but only 
for such substantial irregularity or irregularities as might 
reasonably and fairly have affected the result. He there- 
fore, on these grounds, declared the election null and void, 
and the sitting members unseated. He added that he 
regretted that the candidates, who were entirely exonerated 
from blame, had been put to so much trouble, expense, and 
inconvenience with no result, but he would make no order 
as to the costs of the petition, believing that by so doing 
he would be leaving the parties in a position, which might 
otherwise be affected, to enforce, if they were so advised, 
other legal remedies which they possessed. 
COUNTY COURTS. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russenu, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
April 17.—Re Charies Leigh Clarke. 
Bankruptey— Proof, 

A description in an afidavit of debt of the person making 
it as the official liquidator ef a company, is sufficient evidence 
of his appointment to entitle him to pue @ progf upon the file 
ta that character, 
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A lender of money to a trader under the Partnership Lav 
Amendment Act, 1865, is not entitled to prove his debt until 
the other creditors of the trader have been fully paid, 

This was a motion on behalf of Alfred Audrey Broad, 
of 35, Walbrook, London, public accountant, the official 
liquidator of the Imperial Rubber Company (Limited), in 
liquidation, for an order :— 

1st. ‘That the decision of the registrar at the first meet- 
ing of creditors on the 26th March last, whereby he re- 
fused to admit the proof of Mr. Broad, as official liqui- 
dator, for the sum of £141 8s. 6d., as a proof, but admitted 
same as a claim only, and refused to allow him to vote at 
the meeting, should be reversed and set aside, and the 
proof admitted on the estate. 

2nd. That the decision of the registrar, whereby he 
admitted the proof of Richard Wood, of John-street Mill, 
Heywood, manufacturer, for the sum of £417 18s. 9d., and 
allowed Mr. Wood to vote at the meeting in respect 
thereof, should also be reversed and set aside. 

3rd. That the resolutions alleged to have been passed 
at the first meeting should be set aside, and a fresh 
meeting called to appoint a trustee, and for such other 
purposes as it is competent for a first meeting of creditors 
to transact. 

The bankrupt carried on business as an iron merchant 
at 5, Todd-street, Manchester. It appeared from an affi- 
davit of Mr. Paterson, who attended as the proxy of Mr. 
Broad at the first meeting, that at that meeting he pre- 
sented a proof on behalf of Mr. Broad, the official liqui- 
dator, for £141 8s. 6d., at the foot of which he was 
appointed proxy of Mr. Broad. On his presenting the 
proof it was objected to by the solicitor for the petitioning 
creditor, on the ground that no evidence of the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Broad as official liquidator was given beyond 
the statement in the affidavit of debt that he was official 
liquidator, and the registrar allowed the objection and 
admitted the proof as a claim only, but refused to allow 
Mr. Paterson, as Mr. Broad’s proxy, to vote in the pro- 
ceedings of the meeting. At the same meeting a proof 
was presented by Mr. Wood for the sum of £417 13s. 9d., 
in respect of money lent and advanced. That proof was 
objected to by one of the creditors present, and Mr. Wood 
was thereupon examined upou oath before the registrar, 
when he admitted that the money for which he sought to 
prove against the estate had been lent under the stipula- 
tion that he should share in the profits of the business. 
He alleged that the loan was made under a written 
contract pursuant to the Partnership Amendment Act 
(28 & 29 Vict. c. 86), whereby, although he was to partici- 
pate in the profits, he was still not to be constituted a 
partner. That objection was overruled by the registrar 
and the proof admitted, and Mr. Wood allowed to vote at 
the meeting. Thereupon resolutions appointing Mr. Wood 
and another small creditor trustees in the matter, without 
security and without a committee of inspection, were 
declared by the registrar to have been passed. The pre- 
sent application was to reverse this decision, and to order 
a fresh meeting to be called. 

Smyly appeared on behalf of Mr. Broad in support of 
the motion, and 

Jordan, on behalf of Richard Wood and John Kay, the 
trustees alleged to have been appointed at the first meet- 
ing. 

Smyly submitted, upon the first point, that, for the pur- 
pose of mere proof of debt, inasmuch as the debt itself 
was not Gisputed, the statement of Mr. Broad that he 
was official liquidator was sufficient to have the proof ad- 
mitted, although Mr. Broad had not, as a separate allega- 
tion, stated that he was official liquidator. Having 
described himself as such, if his statement were false, he 
was lable to be prosecuted for perjury. He quoted the 
case of Ex parte Lowenthal, 22 W. R. 459, in support of 
his contention. As to the second point, he contended 
that a lender who stood in such a relation to the debtor as 
existed in this case, had no power to prove his debt until 
the other creditors were fully paid. The words of the 
Partnership Amendment Act (28 & 29 Vict. c. 86, s. 5) 
which dealt with bankruptcy were, that in the event of 
bankruptcy the lender shall not be entitled to recover any 
portion of his principal until the claime of the other cre- 
ditors for valuable consideration have been satisfied. 

_ Jordan said he admitted that, 





The Judge asked what objection Mr. Smyly had shown 
to the proof. What he had said might bs an objection to 
the dividend, but not to the proof. 

Smyly submitted, upon the authority of Ex parte Mills, Re 
Tew, 21 W. R. 557, L. R. 8 Ch. 569, that Mr. Wood in the 
circumstances could not prove at all upon the estate. It 
might be contended that although by the operation of the 
Partnership Amendment Act he was debarred from re- 
ceiving a dividend until all the other creditors had been 
paid 20s. in the pound, he was still entitled to prove on 
the estate subject to that disability, inasmuch as in 
the case of Ex parte Mills the contention really was 
whether the claimant should be entitled to prove in com- 
petition with the other creditors for dividend. But tlie 
jadgment of Mellish, L.J., proceeded upon the question of 
proof merely, and not upon dividend at all, and the con+ 
cluding words of section 32 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
would confirm him in that decision, for there it was pro- 
vided that with the exception of certain preferential claims 
which are to be paid in full, ‘‘ all debts provable under the 
bankruptcy shall be paid pari passu,”” and as this was a 
case in which it was clear that Mr. Wood would not be 
entitled to be paid pari passu with the other creditors, 
then his was not a debt provable, at least until all the 
other creditors had been fally paid. 

Jordan, in reply, argued that it was incumbent upon 
Mr. Broad to give the fullest proof to the Court that he 
was Official liquidator, as represented by him in his affidavit, 
such proof as would satisfy a court of common Jaw of that 
fact ; and inasmuch as there was nothing beyond the mere 
statement in his affidavit, and Mr. Broad did not attend in 
person, the registrar was right in admitting his proof 
as aclaim only, and refusing the right to vote in respect 
of it. Upon the second point, after the jad ment of Mellish,. 
L. J., in Ex parte Mills (ubi sup.), he could scarcely argue 
the case further, but he submitted that Mr. Wood had a 
clear right to prove on the estate, although his right to 
receive dividend would be kept in abeyance until all the 
other creditors had been satisfied. 

His Honour said that, independently altogether of the 
case quoted by Mr. Smyly on the first point, he should 
have been of opinion that the fact that Mr. Broad was the 
official liquidator was sufficiently averred in his affidavit. 
There could not, certainly, in order to admit a proof 
upon the file, be more required than that the person 
making the proof should primd facie be entitled to prove. 
In the affidavit in this case there were three distinct affir- 
mations—first, that he was Mr. A. A. Broad; second, that 
he was a public accountant ; and, thirdly, that he was the 
official liquidator of the Imperial Rubber Cumpany. Mr. 
Jordan had argued that that was not a sufficiently distinct. 
affirmation, but he (tke judge) held, upon the authority of 
Lord Cairns in the case of Jn re Lowenthal (ubi sup.), that 
there was sufficient upon the face of the affidavit to en- 
title Mr. Broad to put his proof upon the file in the 
character in which he described himself. With regard to 
the second poini—namely, whether or not the debt in this 
case, having arisen out of a transaction which was within 
the statute of 1865, the Partnership Law Amendment Act, 
was capable of being proved under the bankruptey—Ezr 
parte Mills, Re Tew (ubi sup.) was quite a distinot 
authority. The Lords Justices had decided in that case: 
that a lender in such a case as this was not entitled to ap- 
pear asa creditor at all until the other creditors were 
satisfied. That being the case, he (the judge) must dis- 
agree with the opinion formed by the chairman of the 
meeting, and hold, in the first place, that the proof of Mr. 
Broad had been improperly rejected, and in the next that 
the proof of Mr. Wood must be expunged. Mr. Smyly’s 
third application—namely, that another meeting of 
creditors should be called for the appointment of a fresh 
trustee, would follow. Costs of both sides to come ont of 
the estate. 

Solicitors for Mr. Broad, Sale, Shipman, Seddon, & Sale, 
for Harper, Broad, § Battcock. 

Solicitors for the respondents, Partington § Allen. 








Mr. Peter Parry, said to be the oldest coroner in the 
United Kingdom, died on Saturday at the age of eighty-two. 
It is stated that he had been coroner for the county of 
Flint for fifty-seven yeare, 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ricnarp E. Wesster, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Postman of the Court of Exchequer in succes- 
sion.to Mr. Arthur Cohen, Q.C., who has vacated the office 
on taking silk. The learned gentleman, who was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s Imwin Easter Term, 1868, and isa 
member of the Home Circuit, was appointed in November 
last Tubman of the Court, in succession to the Hon. A. H. 
Thesiger, Q.C. 

Mr. JamEs Ansti£, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Tubman of the Court of Exchequer in succession to Mr. 
Webster. Mr. Anstie was called to the bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn in Michaelmas Term, 1859, having obtained a cer- 
tificate of honour at the bar examination in January, 
1859, and the studentship at the examination in May of that 
year. He is amember of the Oxford Circuit. The offices of 
Postman and Tub of the Court of confer on 
the holders certain: rights of pre-audience, aud are in the 
gift of the Lord Chief Baron. 

Mr. James HaresoorH GresHam, solicitor, bas been 
elected Chief Clerk to the Lord Mayor, at the Mansion- 
house Justice-room, in the place of Mr. George Colwell 
Oke, lately deceased. Mr. Gresham was admitted in 1855, 
and has held the position of clerk to the magistrates at 
Hull. The salary of Mr. Gresham’s new office is £800 a 
year. 

Mr. Pariuip Rose, of Rayners, near Wycombe, Bucks, on 
whom the Queen is about to confer the honour of a 
baronetcy, is the second son of the late William Rose, Esq., 
of High Wycombe, who in early life was sargeon in the 
army in India. He was born in 1816, and was educated 
at Totteridge School. He was admitted asa solicitor in 
Michaelmas Term, 1836, and was a partner in the well- 
known firm of Baxter, Rose, Norton, & Co. It will be 
remembered that in February, 1872, he withdrew from the 
first Tichborne case. In 1858 he was nominated a trea- 
surer of county courts for Derbyshire, &c. He is a 
magistrate for Buckinghamshire and a deputy lieutenant 
for Middlesex. For many years he was agent for the Con- 
servative party, and, it has been stated, was personally 
engaged, in connection with the late Lord Derby, in the 
preparation of the first Reform Bill. Mr. Rose married 
in 1840 Margaret, daughter of Robert Ranking, Esq. 











PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

April 20.—The Law of Public Worship in the Church.— 
The Archbishop of CANTERBURY, in introducing a Bill for 
the Better Administration of the Laws respecting the Regu- 
lation of Public Worship, said he did not propose to make 
any change in ecclesiastical law ; all he desired was greater 
facility for administering that law. After referring to the 
delay in the Ecclesiastical Courts, which he said was greater 
than in the other Courts of the country, the Archbishop 
pointed out that if a summary process were provided for 
settling questions relating to worship much evil might be 
avoided. In many cases there would be no dispute at all if 
the parishioners believed that the clergyman ‘had authority 
for what he was doing. He proposed that the bishop with 
three assessors should sit in judgment on cases relating to 
the conduct of public worship. The hearing would be in 
the neighbourhood where the case had arisen. There would 
be an appeal to the Archbishop, and in cases where a man’s 
freehold is to: be interfered with, an appeal from the Arch- 
bishop to the new Court of ieee Any parishioner, 
or the rural dean, or the archdeacon, will have a right to go 
before the bishop and say there isa grievance. If the bishop 
should think that the matter is one which ought to be 
inquired into he will have the complaint drawn up on paper. 
The bishop will then call his assessors together as speedily as 
possible, and if the judgment of that tribunal forbid the thin 
complained of, the bishop will issue his monition under sea 
forbidding it to be done, The monition will take effect 
pendentelite, and the clergyman will not be able to do the thing 
forbidden by the monition until he has obtained a judgment 
in the iy oo Court of Appeal, deciding that he may do it. 
—Lord Seizorne said that the cost of an ecclesiastical suit 
amounted to practical prohibition to enforcing ecclesiastical 





law in cases in which the duty of enforcing it lies on the 
bishop. He suggested that if in cases in which the bishop 
ordered a certain thing to be done, and a clergyman, in a 
pres and respectful manner, stated that he thought it to 

against the law, the matter might, by common consent, be 
referred to a higher Court of Ecclesiastical Anpea!, no small 
number of clergymen might be perf:ctly willing to change 
their practice if, after fair and full argument, the law was so 
determined. After some observations by Lord Nelson, the 
Bishop of Lincoln, and the Archbishop of York, the Bill 
was read a first time. 


April 22.—Patronage in the Church —The Bishop of 
PETERBOROUGH, in moving for a Select Committee 
to inquire into the laws relating to patronage, simony, 
and exchange of benefices in the Chureh of England, said 
the laws relating to simony stood in urgent need of revision, 
for the powers of the bishops to prevent the evils arising out 
of existing ices were very inadequate. He did not de- 
sire to stop the sale of advowsons at present ; but he wished 
to do away at once with the sale cf next pres-ntations, and 
for this purpose he would give the Bishop power to object 
to appointments on the ground of personal incapacity re- 
sulting from age in the individual presented to a benefiee. 
He would also provide that any persons who knew any 
cause why the individual presented to a living should not 
be appointed, and who acquainted the Bishop therewith, 
should be protected from any resulting action for libel. He 
thought that the declaration against simony should be 
taken by the patron as well as by the person appointed to 
the benefice.—The Lorp CHANceLLor said that on the part. 
of the Government there was no objection to the committee 
asked for by the right rev. prelate.—'I'he motion was agreedito. 

April 23.— Real Property Limitation Bill.—Oa the motion 
of the Lorp CuHancettor, this Bill was read « second 
time, . 

Land Titles and Transfer Bili—The Lorp CHANCELLOR, 

in moving the second reading of this Bill, said that there 

were certuin alterations, more formal than substantial, which 
required to be made in the Bill ; and, therefore, he pro- 
posed that their Lordships should go into Committee on it 
pro forma on Monday with a view to its recommittal ; and 
he would propose to have it considered by a Committee of 
the whole House, in the usual way, on Monday week —The 
Bill was then read a second time. 

Real Property Vendors and Purchasers Bill.—This Bill 
was also read a second time. 

Lord Romitty hoped the Bills relating to Land Transfer 
would be sent to a Select Committee—The Lor» Cuan. 
CFLLOR said he should be extremely glad of any criticism on 
the Bills either in Committee or elsewhere, because in point 
of fact the danger in respect of criticism of Bills of this char- 
acter is not that there will be too much, but that there will 
be too little of it. If, however, the Bills were referred toa 
Select Committee, arrangements must be made to enable the 
law Lords to give their attendance on the Select Committee, 
and that could not be done without for some time closing 
the House to appeals now pending. Unfortunately, owing 
to the period at which the Session itself began, the judicial 
business of the House was commenced six weeks later than 
the usual time, and consequently they had not advanced as 
far in the appeal list as they could have desired. He 
thought that the consideration of the Bills could proceed 
quite as satisfactorily in a Committee of the whole House. 
—Lord SELBORNE concurred and said he had observed with 
regret the tendency to refer Bills to Select Committees.— 
Lord O’Haean thought the general subject had been so 
long and so largely considered that there was no occasion 
for another Select Committee. 

Cattle Disease (Ireland) Bill.—This Bill went through 
Committee. 

Middlesex Sessions Bill.—This Bill also went through Com- 
mittee. —_—— 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

April 20—LZand Tax Commissioners.—Mr. W. H. 
Smirx introduced a Bill to appoint additional Commis- 
sioners for executing the Acts for granting a land tax and 
other rates and taxes, 

April 21.—The Judicature Act.—Mr Warxix WILtIAMs 
asked the Attorney-General whether it was the intention of 
her Majesty’s Government to bring in a Bill to postpone 
the coming into operation of the Judicature Act beyond 
the time fixed—namely, November next; and, if not, 
whether he could state how soon the Code of Rules provid- 
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ing the new practice and machinery necessary for the work- 
ing of the Act will be laid before the profession and the 
public,—-The Atrorney-GeneraL: The Government have 
notat present any reason to anticipate that it will be neces- 
sary to postpone the coming into operation of the Judicature 
Act beyond the time fixed by the Act—namely, the 2nd of 
November in the present year. The first division of the 
Rules of Court directed by the Act to be prepared for the 
purposes mentioned in the Act isalready printed and in the 
bands of a Committee of Judges for their consideration and 
advice. The second division of the Rules is in the press, 
and willshortly be in the hands of the Committee of Judges 
and of such other persons and bodies as it may be judged 
right to consult upon the subject, and there is every reason 
to believe that the remaining Rules, with the exception 
possibly of a few of a formal character, will be in print and 
= the hands of the parties referred to before the Ist day of 
June. 

Municipal Privileges (Iveland) Bill—Mr. Burr, in 
moving the second jreading of this Bill, explained that the 
object of the measure was to give to corporations in 
counties, cities,andtowns in Ireland the same privileges 
as to right of appointing officers, as corporations in counties, 
cities, and towns in England enjoyed. In the shape in 
which he intended ultimately to present it to the House, 
the Bill dealt with only two offices, those of the High 
Sheriff and the Clerk of the Peace. After some debate the 
measure was read a second time. 

April 22.—Attorneys and Solicitors Bill.—Mr. CHARLEY 
gave notice that on the order for the second reading of the 
Attorneys and Solicitors Bill he would move that it be 
referred to a Select Committee. 

Public Prosecutors.—Mr. Cross said it was not the inten- 
tion of her Majesty’s Government to introduce a Bill this 
session for the appointment of public prosecutors. 

Tribunals of Commerce,—On the motion of Mr. Wuir- 
WELL the order for the second reading of the Tribunals of 
Commerce Bill, which had been set down for this day, 
‘was postponed till June 12. 

Revenue Officers’ Disabilities. —Mr. Monk, in’ moving the 
second reading of the Revenue Officers’ Disabilities Bill, 
explained, that according to an answer of Sir John Cole- 
ridge to a question asked in the House, it appeared that 
only two of the three Revenue Departments—namely, the 
Post Office and the Customs—were under any restrictions 
with regard to elections. His Bill proposed to place the 
officials employed in the Customs and Post Office Depart- 
ments on the same footing as the Inland Revenue officials, 
by allowing them to take part in contested elections. —The 
CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, assented to the second reading on the understanding 
that the Government will consider the subject and 
announce their definite decision on the Committee. After 
some discussion the bill was read a second time. 

Juries.—Mr. Lopes, in moving the second reading of 
the Juries Bill, said it was founded on the Bill which Sir 
J ohn Coleridge introduced last session. It was proposed 
to increase the area from which jurors were taken by 
creating some new qualifications. Lodgers would be 
gualified to serve both on common and special juries, and 
on special juries the directors of certain companies would 
also be liable to serve. At present persons above the age 
of sixty were absolutely exempt, whereas this Bill pro- 
vided that no one should be absolutely exempt until he 
had attained the age of seventy, although any person 
might, if he thought fit, claim exemption at the age of 
sixty-five. There was, however, a provision that persons 
suffering from sickness or infirmity might be excused at 
any time. He proposed to retain the old qualification of 
common jurors, but to increase the rating qualification of 
special jurors. He had always contended that the im- 
perfect and inaccurate compilation of the jury lists lay at 
the root of the unfair incidence of jury service, and he 

proposed by his bill that the overseers should be paid for 
the duty they had to discharge. This expense would, 
however, be met out of national funds. Again, the present 
mode of summoning jurors was far from satisfactory, and 
accordingly the Bill provided that all jury summonses 
should pass through the post, so that as the summoning 
Officer and the jurymen would no longer be brought in contact 
with each other, corrupt practices would henceforth be- 
comeimpossible. Another proposal embodiedin the Bill was 
that, in civil cases, the number of jurymen might, under 





certain circumstances, be reduced to seven. Primd facie 
every civil case would be tried by a jury of seven, bat 
either party would be able, on giving formal. notice, to 
have it tried by a jury of twelve. It was proposed that 
the verdict should be unanimous. It was provided that 
special jarymen should continue to be paid one guinea, 
and that common jurors should receive five shillings for 
each case. Another alteration consisted in the assimila- 
tion of the qualification for jurors in boroughs and 
cities with the qualification now required in the coun- 
ties by which they were surrounded. A minor pro- 
vision in the Bill was.to the effect that trials were to be 
continued in the event of the number of jurors being _ 
reduced by illness or death, provided the reduction did 
not go beyond a certain extent. It was proposed that a 
jury of twelve should not be reduced below nine, nor a 
jury of seven below five. By leave of the judge a special 
jury might be summoned to try criminal cases; and the 
judge would also be empowered by the Bill to release 
jurors in criminal trials during the adjournments instead 
of having them locked up duringthe whule of the night. One 
merit of his measure, he ventured to think, was that it em- 
bodied a complete digest of the law on the subject of juries. 
—Mr. Youn, referring to his own experience in New South 
Wales, said the system of trying civil causes with four jurors 
had worked very successfully ; as had also the plan of allow- 
ing three-fourths of the jury to give a verdict after all the 
members of thejury had deliberated together for a certain 

number of hours.—Mr. Grecory admitted there was no 

magicinthenumber twelve, butit wasaconsiderable alteration 
to propose that the number should be reduced to seven, and 
it would be hardly wise to carry the reduction further. 
He urged the Government either to take up the Bill or to 
afford facilities for its discussion.—Mr. Watkin WILLIAMS: 
approved the Billas a whole, but thought it would be @ 
great mistake to reduce the number of jurymen from twelve 

to seven. If you had twelve menina jury box the chances 
were that some two or three of them would have a special 
knowledge of the subject, and, if they were men of sense, 
would be able to guide the remainder of the jury to a 
right conclusion.—Sir E, Witmot, from a long experience 
in county courts, was inclined to think the experiment of 
reducing the number of jurors might be tried with 
advantage in civil cases.—After some remarks by Mr. 

Serjeant Suson and Mr. Scovurrietp, Sir H. James urged 
the Attorney-General to take charge of the Bill. Reserving 
the subject of qualification for Committee, he remarked that 
to embrace all directors of the companies having offices in 
the city would bring in, perhaps, 15,000 gentlemen, many 
of them living at great distances in the country, and dis- 
charging their pnblic duties as residents. He would adhere 
to the number of twelve, and would still require unanimity. 
The number of cases in which juries were discharged be- 
cause they could not agree was far below one per cent. It 
would be wrong in principle to leave it to the parties to a 
cause to select the number of a jury; if it were right to have 
seven or twelve, Parliament ought to say so.—The 
Arrorney-GENERAL said he would give his cordial support 
to the secund reading of the Bill. Whether he could take 
charge of it or not, he would do all in his power to further 
it‘and make it efficient —Mr. Gotpney approved tho sug> 
gestion that the Bill should be taken up by the Govern- 
ment.—After some remarks by Mr. Forsyth, Mr. Russell 
Gurney, and Mr. Huddleston, Mr. Cross said that the 
Government hoped to see a Bill on this subject passed 
before the end of the session.—The Bill was read a second 

time. 

Poor Allotments.—Sir C, Ditxe brought in a Bill to pro- 
vide for the letting to cottagers of lands held for the bene- 
fit of the poor, in extension of the Act 2 Will. 4, c. 42. 

April 23,—Registration of Births and Deaths.—Mr. 
Sciater-Boorn introduced a Bill to amend the Act relat- 
ing to the registration of births and deaths. 

Locomotive Engines on Public Roads.—Mr. CawiEy 
brought in a Bill to amend the law relating to the use of lo- 
comotive engines on public roads. 








The London correspondents of two leading country papers 
state that Mr. Skipworth has been informed by the Law 
Officers of the Crown that any more strong speaking on the 


subject of the Tichborne trial, of the character at the 
recent meeting at St. James's Hall, will be followed by the 
institution of a prosecution. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


The following circular has been issue] to members of the 
Incorporated Law Society :— 

Incorporated Law Socicty, Chancery Lane, 
April 20, 1874. 

Sir—More than a year ago the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association mooted the question of the 
advisability of its dissolution, with a view to its merging in 
the Incorporated Law Society, which it was considered 
would, under its new constitution, adequately represent the 
whole body of attorneys and solicitors, including the country 
section, whose interests the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association had been supposed to take more especially 
under their charge. 

A resolution was passed at the annual general meeting of 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association in June, 
1872, to the effect that the managing committee should re- 
port at or before the next general meeting whether it would 
be for the advantage of the association that it should be 
amalgamated with the Incorporated Law Society, and if so, 
upon what terms, and that if necessary the managing 
committee should confer in the meantime with the ( ouneil 
of the Incorporated Law Society on the subject. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association having 
ascertained, by means of a circular, that a very widely 
spread feeling existed that it would be advantageous to the 
profession that the two societies should be united, entered 
upon a correspondence with the Council of this society with 
reference to the terms upon which, on the dissolution of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, the Council 
would be prepared to recommend the admission to this 
society of such members of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association as were not already members otit. 

A Committee of the Council had several meetings with a 
sub-committee of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, at which the terms and conditions of such 
admission were fully discussed. Some stipulations, made 
by the latter, were considered inadmissible, but the Council, 
in December last, took upon themselves tu inform the 
committee of management of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association that they were willing to 
recommend the proposed union to the members of this 
society upon the understanding that this society should 
hold, in the autumn of each year, a provincia) meeting 
similar, as nearly as might be, to the autumnal provincial 
meetings which have been hitherto held by the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, and also that those members 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, who 
were not mombers of the Incorporated Law Society, should 
be admitted into membership, without entrance fee or 
ballot, on payment of the same annual subscription as that 
paid by the other members of this society. 

These terms were ultimately accepted by the committee 
of management of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, and by a resolution of that association, passed 
at a general meeting of its members held on the 11th of 
March last, it was resolved that the report of the committee 
of management be received and adopted, and that the 
association be dissolved accordingly as from the first day of 
Easter Term then next. 

In connection with this subject, the expediency of offering 
to the younger members of the profession some further 
encouragement to join the society has been discussed. An 
impression exists that the necessity for payment of the 
entrance fee may have deterred many persons who have 
been recently admitted on the roll from becoming members 
of the society, and the Council recommend that the entrance 
fee of solicitors who may be proposed as members within 
five years from their first admission should be reduced to 
the following amounts, viz.: — 

Solicitors taking out town certificates.....,......... £2 

” ” country ,, 

Iam, therefore, desired by the Council to ivform you 
that a special general meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society will be held in their Hall in Chancery-lane, 
London, on Friday, the 8th day of May next, at half-past 
one o’clock in the afternoon, for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the above-mentioned recommendations, and, 
if approved, of obtaining its sanction to them.—I am, Sir, 
your obedient servant, 





E. W. Witiiamson, Secretary. 








SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The thirty-second half-yearly general meeting of the 
above-mentioned asscciation was held on Wednesday after- 
noon Jast at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, 


| Chancery-lane, “to receive the half-yearly report and 


statement of accounts from the directors, and to transact 
other business,” the meeting being open to the profession 
generally. 

Mr. Park Nelson presided, and there were present 
Messrs. Williamson, Young; Smith, Williams, Rendfoot, 
Brook, Styan, Girand, Redpath, and Janson. 

Mr. Tuomas E1rre (Secretary) read the notice conven- 

ing the meeting, and the minutes of the last general 
meeting were then read and confirmed. 
@ The report stated that since October last sixty-four 
additional members have been admitted, increasing the ag- 
gregate number of members to 2,301, of whom 807 are life, 
aud 1,494 are annual. Twenty-two life members are also 
annual contributors to the association. From the andited 
abstract of the accounts (which were appended) it will be 
seen that the receipts for the half-year {exclusive of the 
balance of £266 9s. 5d. from the previous account) have 
been £1,361 18s. 4d. A further sum of £800 has been in- 
vested in purchase of India Four per Cent. Stock, increas- 
ing the funded capital of the association to £28,806 2s. 3d. 
Stock ; the annual dividends produced by which amount 
to £1,148. A balance of £154 19s. 10d. remains at the 
Union Bank of London to the credit of the association, and 
a sum of £15 is in the hands of the secretary. The 
directors very much regret to have to record the decease, 
since their last report, of an esteemed colleague, Mr. 
William Henry Moss, of Hull, in whose place they have 
elected as a director Mr. George Christopher Roberts, town 
clerk of Hull. It affords the board great pleasure to an- 
nounce that Lord Selborne has kindly consented to preside 
at the ensuing anniversary festival of the association, 
which is appointed to take place on Wednesday, the 17th 
of June next, at Willis’s Rooms, St. James’s. The directors 
hope that their professional brethren will cordially support 
his Lordship by their numerous attendance on that occa- 
sion, in doing which they will be also assisting to promote 
the interests of this association. Seventy-two gentlemen 
have already given their names as stewards, and the secre- 
tary will be happy to receive the names of any others who 
may be willing to be added to the list. 

The CHairman then moved—‘ That the report and 
statement of accounts of the past half-year now read be 
received and adopted, and that the same be printed and 
circulated, with the proceedings of the meeting, in the 
usual way.” In proposing this he said that the satisfac- 
tory condition of the association was a matter of congratu- 
lation. He was glad to inform the meeting that within 
the last few days the association had received a letter 
from the Gloucestershire Law Society, enclosing a cheque 
of ten guineas towards the funds, this being the eighth 
donation from the same source. 

The resolution having been duly seconded, was unani- 
mously agreed to. 

Mr. Giranp moved, Mr. Renproot seconded, and it was 
carried—* That thethanks of this meeting be and are hereby 
presented to the directors and auditors for their services 
during the past half-year.” 

Mr. Reppath then moved—‘* That ihe thanks of this 
meeting be and are hereby presented to the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society for permitting the use of their 
Hall for the meeting of this association.” 

Mr, Styan seconded this resolution, and it was also car- 
ried. At this point exception was taken to the “ Obituary 
Memoirs,” which were published in the book which was 
printed and circulated amongst the members. After some 
Giscussion it was decided to continue the publication on 
the ground that it was of great advantage for reference. 

Mr. WittiaMs moved, and Mr. Broox seconded, a motion 
that a cordial vote of thanks be presented to the Chair- 
man for presiding upon the occasion, and it was carried. 

The proceedings then came to an end. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday even- 
ing, the subject for the evening’s debate being—‘“*That 
the Law and Practice of Great Britain should be assimi- 
lated.’ The motion was carried by a majority of one. 
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COUNTY COURT JUDGE3 ON IMPRISONMENT 
FOR DEBT. 


On Tuesday at the Bradford County Court, the learned 
judge (W. T. S. Daniel. Esq., Q.C.), in granting an applica- 
tion for the issue of a judgment summons, said that, 
having regard to the strony opinions held by some persons 
on this matter, he had made it his duty to require satis- 
factory evidence for the granting of the summons, and to 
make it clear that the jurisdiction as exercised by this 
court was not oppressive on any person, The intention 
was only to compel a; man who owes a just debt which 
he is able to pay, but who dishonestly refuses to do so, 
to pay through the coercion of detention. The expression 
imprisonment for debt has different meanings at different 
times and under different circumstances. Where a creditor 
atrests a man and confines him in prison because he owes a 
debt, that was, of course, imprisonment for debt. Then 
again, where a person is imprisoned for not paying money 
whether he can or not, which is the case in many instances 
—as, for example, a man is ordered by the magistrates to 
pay money for the support of the bastard child, whether 
he can or not—that is imprisonment for debt. Whereas, in 
the county court jurisdiction, a man is not committed 
because he owes money and doesn’t pay it, but because, 
having the money, as it were ‘‘jingling in his pocket,’’ he 
refuses to pay. Let it be understood under what 
circumstances the term is applied, and let sensible 
men distinguish, as sensible men, the different cases 
in which the term imprisonment for debt has been 
applied. He had made these observations because he 
was very much struck by a remark made by the Home 
Secretary in the House of Commons, in the debate on the 
Imprisonment for Debt Bill, to the effect that the evil 
was not so much in the law—in the existence of the juris- 
diction—as in the manner in which the jurisdiction is 
exercised, and he (his Honour) thought the remark a 
justifiable one, for a man is sometimes sent to prison 
without sufficient care being taken by the presiding judge 
that the evidence shows satisfactorily that the man could, 
if he would, pay the debt.—Mr. Atkinson remarked that no 
fault could be found with the manner in which the 
jurisdiction was carried out in the Bradford district.—His 
Honour said he found there had b-en 89 committals in 
this circuit in 1871, but during last year there had been 
only 22, 

At the Driffield County Court on Monday the judge (Mr. 
Bedwell) is reported to have said he wished publicly to state 
that in future it would not be necessary to bring any wi-ness 
to prove a defaulting defendant's ability to pay, but that the 
plaintiff himself should make inquiries respecting the 
defendant’s means, and be allowed to give in evidence the 
result of his inquiries, which would be acted upon. 








DISTRICT REGISTRIES UNDER THE JUDICATURE 
ACT 


The following is a copy of an important letter received 
by the Secretary ot the Hull Chamber of Commerce from 
the Lord Chancellor :— 

‘* House of Lords, April 17, 1874. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to acknowledge 
the receipt of your letter of yesterday's date, bringing to 
his Lordship’s notice, on the part of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Shipping of Bull, the claims of the town to be 
made the centre of a district under the 60th section of the 
Judicature Act. His Lordship will very shortly have to 
consider the circumstances and conditions under which dis- 
trict registries will be established, and he desires me to in- 
form you that in doing so he will duly consider the claims of 
Hull and the representation of so influential a body as thit 
on whose behalf your communication to his Lurdship is 
addressed. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
Henry J. L. Gkanam, Principal Soeretary. 

P, Brace, Esq., 

Secretary Hull Chamber of Commerce, &c.” 





The report of the Civil Service Inquiry Commission on 
resident magistrates in Ireland recommends an increase of 
salaries in consequence of the greater cost of living, and an 
allowance of £100 a year for travelling in place of the 
scale now fixed. 





LEGAL ITEMS. 


We learn from a local paper that Mr. Thomas Thompson, 
F.S.A., ex-town clerk of Hull, died at his residence, Spring 
Hill, Welton, on Sunday, aged 83 years. 

The death is announced of Lady Martin, wife of the Right 
Hon. Sir Samuel Martin. Her Ladyship was the eldest 
daughter of the late Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer 

The Central Law Journal states that the Missouri Legisla- 
ture has passed what is known as the “Female Virtue 
Bill.” It makes seduction, under promise of marriage, a 
felony, 

Mr. Forsyth, Q.C., M.P., writes as follows to the 
Times :—“I find it so generally stated in the newspapers 
that I declined the office of Solicitor-General on the ground 
that my seat for Marylebone is not safe, that I think it is 
only due to the electors of that borough to say that this is an 
entire mistake. I have perfect coufidence that my seat for 
Marylebone is absolutely safe.” He also says that the 
Solicitor-Generalship was not offered to him. 

Mr. Russell, Q.C., obtained a rule nisi on Saturday from 
the Court of Common Pleas calling on Sir Henry James to 
show cause why proceedings should not be stayed in the late 
Taunton election petition, and no costs taxed, on the ground 
that the judgment, having been given on the day of the 
proclamation of the dissolution of Parliament, was a nullity, 
the judge being functus officio, and also on the ground that 
there was no Speaker to issue his warrant after the judg- 
nent. 

A meeting of “ solicitors’ apprentices” was to be held a 
Dublin yesterday for the purpose of considering the recent 
important decision of the Right Hon. the Master of the 
Rolls (noticed ante p. 360) respecting admission to the pro- 
fession after a period of four years’ service, under section 9 
of the Attorneys and Solicitors Act (Ireland), 1866, and to 
take such steps as may be deemed advisable to secure, if 
possible, such an amendment of that section as will effectually 
carry out the manifest intention of the Legislature when 
passing the Act. 

At a special meeting of the magistrates of the borough of 
Birmingham to consider the working of the Licensing Act, 
and what recommendations they should make to Govern- 
ment in reference to the amendment of the Act, the follow- 
ing resolution was passed :—“ That the clerk be instructed 
to draw up a memorial expressing the approbation of the 
magistrates of the principles of the Licensing Act of 1872, 
and their testimony in favonr of its salutary operation; and 
that the Mayor be requested to sign the same on behalf of 
the magistrates of the borough.” 

The Archbishop of Canterbury stated in the Lords, on 
introducing his Public Worship Bill, that the taxed costs 
in the case of Sheppard v. Bennett amounted to 
£11,015 10s. 6d. Of these were—for ‘‘the fees paid to 
counsel,” £4,200; “ solicitors’ costs, disbursements, &c.,” 
£5,727 15s. 2d.; proctors’ costs, £1,088 15s. 4d. In the 
cases of Hibbert v. Purchas and Elphinstone v. Purchas 
the amount of taxed costs was £7,661 18s. 7d., and the ap- 
proximate calculation of fees paid to counsel was £2,572 
The judge of the Courtof Arches, accordiay to the Arch- 
bishop, has only a fee of £1 103., or £1, or, in some 
instances, 10s. on a case; and the fees of the registrar 
range from £13 to £27. 

The new Solicitor-General, addressing the electors of 
Preston on Monday, suid—‘‘I remember when I started my 
profession, twenty years ago, I was making, I suppose, 


| some £50 a year, and spending twice as much in the en- 


deavour to make it. I thought then what a very nice and 
pleasant thing it would be to make a thousand a year, and a 
thousand a year seemed to be the summit of my ambition. 
I worked, I must say, a good many years before attaining 
that pinnacle. But at last I did attain it, and having done 
so, there was another great pinnacle rosa befure me, and 
said I would get to thetup of that. That was tc be the 
leader of the Northern Circuit ; I must say the climax of my 
ambition, the only end and aim and object I bad in life, 
was to be the leader of that Circuit. I worked as hard as I 
could, and stuck to my business as well as I could, 
and conducted my cases to the best of my ability, and 
in the end, at all events, people were kind enough to say 
that I was leader of the Northern Circuit, When I had at- 
tained that position another summit rose above me—that 
was the Solicitor-Generalship, and I got to it with a hop, 
skip, and a jump.” 
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COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
OrpER or Court. 
Tuesday, the 21st day of April, 1874. 
Whereas from the present state of the business before 
the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins and Sir Charles 
Hall, it is expedient that a portion of the causes standing 
for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins 
should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles 
Hall. Now I do hereby order that the several causes set 
forth in the schedule hereunto subjoined be accordingly 
transferred from the book of causes standing for hearing 
before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins to the 
book of causes for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir Charles Hall, and this order is to be drawn up by the 
registrar, and set up in the several offices of this court. 
Catrns, C. 
ScHEDULE. 
Kenney v. Dawson. Motion for decree. 1871 K 15 
Routledge v. Smith. Cause with witnesses. 1873 R 52 
Koe v. Cooper. Motion for decree. 1872 K 64 
Taylor v. Taylor. Motion for decree. 1873 T 37 
Sutton v. Cullen. Motion for decree. 1873 S 88 
Yapp v. Williams. Motion for decree. 1873 Y 10 
Lechmere, Bart., v. Williams. Motion for decree. 
L 138 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners of England v. The 
Queen’s Hotel Company, Limited. Motion for decree. 
1873 E 25 
Davies v. Davies. Motion for decree. 1873 D 137 
De Faulong v. Gardére. Cause with witnesses. 1872 D 
158 
Bowker v. Croaker. Motion for decree. 1873 B 318 
ohl v. The Briton Medical and General Life Associa tion. 
Cause. 1872 P 161 
Graham v. Curteis. Motion for decree. 1873 G 163 
Beamish v. Mosedon. Motion for decree, 1872 B 59 
Sidney v. Sidney. Motion for decree. 1872 S 179 
Dance v. Goldingham. Motion for decree. 1872 D 199 
Hoskins v. Webb. Motion for decree. 1872 H 227 
Roach v. Trood. Motion for decree. 1872 R 33 
Crouch v. Waite. Cause. 1871 C 142 
The South of England Oyster Company, Limited, v. The | 
Hayling Kiailways Company. Motion for decree. 1872 
8S 238 
Thomas v. Jones. Motion for decree. 1873 T 74 
Buckingham v. Glubb. Motion for decree. 1873 B 245 
Carter v. Williams. Motion for decree. 1873 C 202, 
Jarvis v. Neal. Motion for decree. 1873 J 45 
Cook v. Lound. Motion for decree, 1873 C 183 
Fenton v. Fenton. Motion fordecree. 1873 F 30 
Walker v. Walker. Cause. 1373 W 45. 
Highley v. Morgan. Cause. 1873 H 166 
Lousley v. Eele. Motion for decree. 1873 L 3 
Peers v. Wright. Motion for decree. 1873 P 220 
Stubbs v. Jennings. Motion for decree. 1873 S 175 
Attorney-General v. Wrench. Motion for decree. 1872 
A 106 
The City of Loadon Real ge | Company v. Wrench. | 
Motion for decree. 1872 L 107 
Gray v. Lucas, Motion for decree. 1878 G 1 
Peverett v. Crick. Motion fordecree. 1873 P 69 
Peak v. Paull. Cause. 1872 P 128 
Sankey v.Smithett. Motion for decree. 1873 S 114 
‘Trail v. Jackson. Motion for decree. 1873 T 122 
Agar v. Wood. Motion for decree. 187 A 12 
Robarts v. Bude. Cause (witnesses). 1873 R 21 
Thornton v. Ellis. Cause. 1868 T 107 
Gisborne v. Gisborne. Motion for decree. 1872 G 114 
Jones v. Jones. Motion for decree. 1874 J 6 
Burgess v. Booth. Motion for decree. 1873 B 234 
Smythies v. James. Cause. 1873 8 112 
Monday v. ey ——— pro confesso against defendant 


Edds. 1878 
a ues v. + a Motion for decree. 1874 B 
Christie v. Christie. Motion for decree. 1872 C 199 
Mole v. Whitchurch. Cause. 1873 M 15 
‘Wood v. Souch. Cause. 1872 W 222 
Carrns, C, 
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| Stock: Pam and South-Western . 


, Stock, Do., A Stock*.... 


| Stock London and North-Western 
| Stock! Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln sie emer 3 
| Stock Mi 


| Stuck! North Eastern 





N.B,—The Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall will not 


hear any of the above causes before Friday the lst day of 
May next. R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 


OrvER oF Court. 

Tuesday, the 24th day of April, 1874. 
Whereas by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of this 
court, rule 6, it is provided that the Lord Chancellor may 
from time to time, by special order, direct the offices to be 
closed on days other than those mentioned in the Ist rule 
of the said order; and whereas Saturday, the 30th day of 
May next, has been appoirted for the celebration of the an- 
niversary of her Majesty’s birthday,and such evert has been 
heretofore observed as a general holiday in the several 
offices of this court, his Lordship doth therefore order that 
the several offices of this court be closed on Saturday, the 
30th day of May next, and that this order be entered and 

set up in the several offices of this court. Cairns, C. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, April 24, 1874. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 92$ Annuities, April, "85 9§ 
Ditto for Account, Avru "3 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent Reduced 91} Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct par 
New 3 per Cent., 91} Ditto, £500, Do par 
Do. 34 perCent.,Jan, ’¥4 | Nitto, 2100 & £200, par 
Vo. 24 perCent., ‘Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock* 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 | Ct. (last half-year) 25% 
Annuities, Jan, "80 — Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


{ndiaStk., 10} pCt.Apr.'74,205 | (nd. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per ‘Cent. ;Mag,'79 102 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’801(8$ | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account.— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct.'881013 Do.Do,5 per Cont., Aug.’73 100) 
Ditto,ditto ,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
Ditto’ Kn faced Ppr.,¢ per Cent.96 | Mitte, ditto. ander £100 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Bailwaye. 


Paid. |Ciosing Prices 
Stock Drees and bxeter 
Stock 





Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Stock Great Northern 





Stock Great ‘Southern and ‘Western of ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original 

Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Coas 
Stock: London, Chatham, and Dover... 





Stock Lendon and South Western 


Stock | Metropolitan 
Stxk Do., DiStrICE seesseseeseerenren con eseseesenene 


Stock North British 

















Stock North London 
Stock) North Staffordshire ... 








deeen| Cente Deven se seennnnerenne see 
Btock! South-Eastern .. ae habe hat 


° Are receives no » dividend | aatil 6 per or cent. has been | paid t te o B. 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC™. 

There has beer no change in the Bank rate. The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 41°32 last 
week to 41:94 this week. The only change in the heaviness 
of the railway market up to Wednesday was a slight 
improvement in demand on Monday. On Wednesday 
the market closed firm, and on Thursday there was a gene- 
ral improvement in English railway stocks. In the foreign 
market the business done has been rather limited. Peru- 
vian have risen on favourable reports of the results of the 
guano survey. Consols on Thursday were 92} to § for 
delivery. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BacsHawE—On April 21, at 40, Park-road, pres eye 
the wife of Frederic G. ‘Bagshawe, Esq., barrister-at-law, 
@ son, 
STEaAVENsON—On April 17, at Highfield, Darlington, the wife 
of F, T, Steavenson, Fsq., solicitor, of a son. 
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MARRIAGES. 

Wurreway—Frencu—On April 21, at the parish church, 
Kingston, Hampshire, Augustine Robert Whiteway, of the 
Inner Temple, to Caroline Pinkstan, daughter of the late 
Captain French, R.N., J.P., and D.L., of Ripple Vale, Kent. 

Winpeatt—BeEnnetr—On April 21, at St. Andrew’s Church, 
Plymouth, Thomas White Windeatt, of Totnes, solicitor, to 
Mary, eldest daughter of William Bennett, Esq., M.A., Head 
Master of the Plymouth Corporation Grammar School. 

DEATHS. 

Martin—On April 19, at 75, Eatou-square, Frances Homera, 
wife of the Right Hon. Sir Samuel Martin, aged 56. 

Moszr—On April 17, at Blirdbeck House, Kendal, Roger 
Moser, Esq., solicitor, aged 77 years. 

SEDGEFIELD—On April 22, at Abingdon, James B. Sedgefield, 
Esq., solicitor, inthe 74th year of his age. 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, April 10, 1874. 

Davidson, Septimus, Alfred Carr, Charies Alb2rt Bannister, Ja mes 
Henry Davidson, and Thomas Mydileton Morriss, attorneys and 
solicitors, Basinghall st, London, July ll 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, April 10, 1874. 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Boscaswell Downs Tin and Copper Mines Ass9ciation, Limited,—Pati- 
tion for winding up, presented April 2, directed to b2 heard before 
the Vice Warden, at Onslow squur2, Brompton, on Monday, April 20 
at 3.30. Affidavits intende1 to be used at tne hearing, ia opposition 
to the petition, must be filed 23 the Kegistrar’s Ofice, Traur», oa or 
before April 16, and notice thereof mst at the same tim? be given to 
the petitioner, his solicitors, cc their agent. Paul, Teuro, agent for 
Rogers and Son, Helston, pat'tioner’s solicitors. 

Terras Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petitioa for winding up, pre- 
sented April 2, dirested to ba heard before ths Vics-Wairden, at 
Onslow square, Brompton, on Monday, Aprtl 29, at 3. Affilavits in- 
tended to be used at the hearing, in oppositioa to the petition, must 
be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Thursday, April 
16, and notice thereof must at the same tim> be given to the petition- 
ers, their solicitor, oragent., Chilcoit, Truro, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners. fox, Chancery lane, agent. 

Toespay, April 14, 1874. 
LimiTeD 1n CHANCERY. 

Chesterton Miners’ Pudlic Hail Compiny, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed April 22, at 11 at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator. 

East Suffolk Tramways Company, Limited.—Paztition for winding up, 
presented April 8, directed to bs heard before V.C. Hall, on April 
24. Woodard, Ingram ct, Fenchurch st, solicitor fur the petitioners, 

County Pavatine or LANCASTER. 

Goole Alum andfSmelting C pany, Limited.—V.C, Li tle nas fixed 
April 24, at 11.30, at his offices, Cross st chambers, Minchsster, for 
the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Fripay, April 1/, 1874. 
Lowirep in CHANCERY. 

Mammoth Copperopolis of Utah, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Apri! 16, directed to be heard before the M.R., oa Apr il 
25. Godfrey, Bedford row, solicitor for the petitioner, 

Tahiti Cotton and Coffee Planvation Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented April 16, directed to be heard before the M.R., 
on Saturday, April 25. Keane, Lincoln’s inn fields, petitioner in 

reon. 

Wine and Spirit Co-operative Supply Association, Limited.—The 
M.R. has, by an order dated March 16, appointed Alfred Augustus 
James, Tokenhouse yard, to be official liquidator. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved 
Farpay, April 10, 1874. 
No. 2 Female Church Provident Friendly Society, Shakespear Inn, Spon 
st, Coventry. April | 
Tuesvay, April 21, 1874. 
Bostock Dividerd Friendly Society, Independent Schoolroom, Moulton, 
Chester. April 15 
Palgrave Union Benefit Society, held at the house of Mr. George Howell, 
Palgrave. April 14 


St Matthias Friendly Society, Chilton st, Bethnal Green. April 15 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fatpay, April 10, 1874. 
Josland, Richard, Studley rd, Stockwell, Gent. May 1. Thomas v 


Terrell, V.C. Halil. Terrell, Basinghal!l st 
Fatway, April 17, 1874, 
King, Sarah, Great Grimsby, Lincoln. “ay 16. Moody v Martin, M.B. 
Grange and Wintringham, Great Grimsby 
Lyons, Elizabeth, Artillery place, Cityrd, May 25. Cyoke v Lyons, 
V.C. Hall. Sydney, Finsbury circus 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 
Last Day of Glam. 
Pawar, April 10, 1874. 
Baker, Isaac, Bideford, Devon, Stune Merchant. 
Bazeley, Bidetord 
Baretoot, Thomas, Dartmouth terrace, Forest Hill, Wine and Spirit 
Merchant, May is. Rowland, Croydon 
Barnes, James, Ewood briage, Lancathire, Carrier. May 16. Wood- 


Junel, Rooker and 


cock, bury 
ae; Cornelius, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. May1. Watts, 
ves 
Berry, Artour Frederick, Msida Va'e, Gent. May 10, Fielder end 
Sumner, Godliman st, Vociors’ commons 





Bishop, Thomas, Uxbridge Moor, Licensed Victualler. 
Gardiner, Uxbridge 
Caldecott, Celia, Wibtoft, Leicester. 


Juas 5, 


Jano 2t. Harris, Rugby 


Chasemore, George, Croydon, Sarrey, Banker. May 18. Rowlands 
Croydon 

Dawes, William, Ambleside, Westmoreland, G2nt. May 23. Fisher 
and Gatey, Ambieside * 

Dorothy, Susanna, Fernandez, Heavitree, Devon. Muy 15. Barch 


and Barnes, Exeter 
Dudley, John Crews, Oxford, Gent. 
Edwards, Caroline, Ipswich, Suffolk. 
Holland, William Joha, Oxford, June l. 


June l. Hawkins, Oxford 
May 14.. Weathorp, Ipswich 
Mellam, Oxford 


Holmes, Rachel, Thornhill square, [slingson. May 26. Hussey, 
Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons 
Holmes, Samuel, Stapie inn, Solicitor. May2j. Hussey, Knightrider 


st, Doctors’ commons 

Holt, John, Laucaster rd, Kensington Park, Gent, June 8. Coat: 
Kensingtcn Park rd, Notting Hill 

Hulme, George, Hartshill, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Farm2r. May 
30. Tomkinson, Burslem 

Kay, Frederick, Trows within Castleton, Lancashire, Calico Printer, 
Jane30, Sale and Co, Manchester 

Kay, Robert, Castleton, Lancashire, Calico Printer. June 30. Sale and 
Co, Manchester 

May, Ellen Rebecca, Lewes, Sussex. Junell, Hillman, Lewes 

Otley, Elizabeth, Leeds. June7. Danning and Kay, Leeds 

Piper,.Luke, Sompting, Sussex, Farmer. May. Edmands, Worthing 

Rashleigh, Mary Frances, Holmwood, near Dorking, Surrey. May lt. 
Still and Son, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Roderick, Thomas, Pembrey, Catmarthen, Gent. 
Lianelly 

Royston, William Haylett, Brighton, Sussex, Hotel Keepar. 
Walker and Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbary 

Samuel, Henry Solomon, Liverpool, Merchant. 
and Co, Liverpool 

Sissons, Rovert, Womersley, York, Farmer. Junel, Arundel, Ponte- 
fract 

Stronach, John, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Janell. Hillman, Lewis 

Tassell, Robert, Ditton, Kent, Esq. May 30. Tassell and Sa, Faver- 
sham 

Tollit, Rosetta, Brentford. June 5. Gardiner, Uxbridgs 

Thomas, William, Liaselly, Carmarthen, Master Mariner. 
Johnson, Llanelly 

Wallis, John Chapman, Bristol, Gent. May 15. 
kinson, Bath 

White, Eliza, Woburn square, Bloomsbury, 
Victoria st, Westminster 

White, James Baily, Warsop Park, Derby, Farmer. 


Mansfield 
Tuespay, April 14, 1874, 
Baily, Richard, Banbrry, Oxford, Draper. May 23. 
lersbury 
Barnett, Thomas William, Fore st, Limehoure, Surgeon. June 1. 
Johnston, Bedford row 
Bell, Elizabeth, Egremont, Chester. May 1. 
Liverpool 
Bond, William Henry, Fa!mouth, Cornwall, Retired Paymaster. 
31. Childsand Batten, Fleet st 
Boss, Isaac Abraham, Gower st, Bedford square, Umbrella Manufac- 


April 30, Johason, 
May 1. 
May 13. Anderson 


April 50. 
Petgrave and Hodg- 
June 8. Norton and Co 


May 18. Bryan, 


Newman, Buck- 


Richardson and Co, 
May 


turer. July J1. Beyfus and Beyfas, Lincoln’s inn flelas 

Chandier, William, Laleham, Middlesex, Farmer. May 8. Ashby, 
Clement’s lane 

Cooney, Edmond, Gower st, Bedford square, Gent. May Il. Beyfas 


and Beyfas, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Evans, Josiah, Heyes within Haydock, Lancashire, Esq. May 16. 
Davies and Brook, Warrington 


Flounders, Mary, Toxteth Park, Lancashire. May 30. Waterhouse 
and Winterbotham, Carey *t, Lincoln’s inn 
Harrison, Rev Thomas Dalton, Mickley, York. June 1. Markland 


and Davy, Leeds 
Hollyer, Anna, Penzance, Cornwall. 
Penzance 
Soames, John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Gent. June 18, Watkis, Shrews- 
ur 


May 11. Rodd and Cornish, 


Hume, Sarah, Edgbaston, Birmingham. May 5. Jaques, Bizmingham 


Lipecoumb, Samuel, Marlborough rd, Cneisea, Carpenter. May 12. 
Rogers, Dane’s inn, Strand 
Lyon, Robert, Hexham, Northumberland, Draper. April 27, Baty 


Maher, Susan, Liverpool. May 18. Weld, Liverpool 

Moreton, Edward Mathias, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Enginear, 
May 15. Pearson and Williams Barrow-in-Furness 

Murgatroyd, William, Bradford, York, Gent. May 30. Green, Bradford 

O'Meara, Bernard, Southampton, [nspector Ships’ Accounts. June 15, 
Reep and Co, Bush lane, Cannon st 

Poole, Jane Darell, Holmesdale rd, South Norwood. May 23. Tweedie, 
Lincoin’s inn flelis 

Raines, Robert, Kingston-npon-Hull, Oil and Tallow Merchant. Jane 
9. Jackson and Son, Hull 


Richardson, Goodjake William, Manchester, Sharebroker. May 25. 
Gould, Manchester 
Roder, Johann Gottfried, Saxe Weimar, Germany, Gent. June 1. 


Myatt, Abchurch yard, Cannon st 
Rossiter, Charles, Bristol, Gent. June 1. Stanley and Wasbrough, 


Bristol 
eward, Henrietta Sarah Crowdy, Portsea place, June 1. Orowdy, 
Sergeaut’s inn, Fleet at 

Silson, John, Boston Spa, York, Gent. May25. Green, Bradford 

Simpson, Charles, Whitburn, Durham, Esq. May 5. Smart, Sunderland 

Snowdon, Charlotte, Spofforth, York. June 1, Simpson and Burrel, 

8 

Teevan, Michael, Stanhope terrace, Gloucester rd, Sonth Kensington, 
Esq. May 26. Ward and Co, Grav’s inn square 

Vern, Heary Moses, Tunbridge Wells, Keat,Esq. June 1, Fryer, 
Gray’s inn place 

Wagster, William, Openshaw, Lancashire, Brewer. June 24, Bellhouse, 

Manchester 


— John, Slowick, near Southport, Gent. Mayll. Ryley 
ton 
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i“ " Charles Trevor, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. May 30. Hobbs, 
risto 
Fripay, April 17, 1874. 

Armsworth, Elizabeth, Belvedere rd, Lambeth. May 18. 
Westminster Bridge rd 

Brayshaw, George, Harrogate, York, Innkeeper. June 1. Carr, Leeds 

Butcher, William, Broomhill, Sheffield, Merchant. June 25, Smith 
and Son, Sheffield 

Caldecott, Celia, Wibtoft, Leicester. June 24. Harrison, Rugby 

Carter, James, St Paul’s rd, Canonbury. May 12. Depree and Co, 
Church court, Old Jewry 

Davey, Mary Ann, Rochester, Kent. May 23. 
Rochester 

Davison, Thomas, Yarm, York, Wine and Spirit Merchant. June 1. 
Fawcett and Co, Yarm 

Dias, Rebecca, Devonshire st, Mileend. May 20. Lindo, King’s Arms 
yard, Moorgate st 

Dillow, Thomas, Chingford, Essex, Gent. June 1. 
st, Bank 

Dowsett, Frederick Robert, Berkeley, Gloucester, Contractor’s Agent. 
May 14. Elliott, Verulam buildings, Gray’s inn 

Edwards, Edward, Oswestry, Salop,Retired Innkeeper. May 1. Davies, 
Oswestry 

Edwards, Richard, Brighton, Sussex, Surveyor. June 24. Stevens 
and Haselwood, Brighton 

Emery, Mary, West End, Southampton. June 15. Best, Southampton 

— 2 Sarah, Aspatria, Cumberland. July 3. Dobinson and Watson, 

arlisle 

Gledhill, Luke, Huddersfield, York, Merchant. 
Oldham 

Green, Mary Ann, Paulton square, Chelsea, 
Jermyn at 

Hebden, Anne, York, Harrowgate. 
Killinghali, Ripley 

James, Thomas, Threadneedle st, Stock Broker. 
Liucoln’s inn fields 

Larard, Henry, Clapham rd, Watchmaker. May 30. Norton, Clif- 
ford’s inn, Fleet st 

Laverack, James, Norton, York, Yeoman. May 9. Jackson, Malton 

Morris, John, Manchester, Fish Agent. June 22. Bowden, Manchester 

Mortibey, Thomas, Southboro, Kent, Gent. May 14. Elliots, Veru- 
lam buildings, Gray’s inn 

Nunn, John, Euston square, Gent. May 30. Hume and Co, Great 
James st, Bedford row 

Prockter, Mary Ann, Dresden, Stafford. May 20. Robinson, Longton 

Punnett, John Marsh, Brixton rd, Corn and Coal Merchant. June 12. 
Few and Cole, Borough Higb st, Southwark 

Reed, William, Malton, York, Gent. May 9. Jackson, Malton 

Robbins, George, Fulneck, near Leeds, Minister, June 10, Robbins, 
Tytherton, Chippenham 

Walsingham, Francis, St Barbe, Lymington, Southampton, Esq. May 
1s. Moore and Jackman, Lymingtou 

rs Rev John, Woodiands, Stafford. June 7. Challinor and Co, 


Barnard, 


Prall and Son, 


Terry, Gresham 


June 1. Hanchett, 


Jane 1. Robinson, 


July 1. Strother and Son, 


May 29.» Jackson, 


e 
Speakman, John, Pennington, Lancaster, Colliery Proprietor. June 
24, March and Co, Warrington 
Stevens, Martha, Ryde, Isle of Wight. July 1. Dowse, New inn, Strand 
Taylor, John, Wigton, Cumberland, Esq. July 3. Dobinson and 
Watson, Carlisle 
Winder, John, Ulverston, Lancashire, Gent. May 7. 
Ulverston 
Wright, John, Barnsley, York, Rent Collector. July 1. 
Rayley, Barnsley 
Bankrupts. 
TvuEspaY, April 14, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
‘fo Surrender in London. 


Ridsdale, George, Euston square, Surgeon. Pet April 11. Roche. 
April 30 at 11 


Remington, 
Dibb and 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Baselow, Hans Heinrich Jacob, and Albert Goulter, Cardiff, Glamorgan 
Ship Chandlers, Pet April 5. Langley. Cardiff, April 27 at 11 
ees. ee, Cambridge,Gent, Pet April9. Kaden. Cambridge, 
ay 7 at 12 
Burroughs, James, Liverpool, Publican. Pet April 10. Watson. 
Liverpool, April 27 at 2 
Carr, Cornelius Vincert, Reading, Berks, Confectioner. 
Collias, Reading, May 2 at lu 
Helliwell, George, Hackenthcr pe, Derby, Scythe Manufacturer. Pet 
March 25. Wake. Shettield, April 24 at li 
Hume, Robert, Cuddington. Chester, Miller, Pet March 12. Speak- 
man, Crewe, Apri! 28 at 3 
Mees, Thomas, Melis, Somerset, Miller. Pet April 10. Messeter. 
Frome, April 25 at | 
Thornton, Joseph, Idle, York, Grocer. Pet April 10, Robinson. 
Bradford, April 28 at 9 
Woolleit, Henry, Brighton, Sussex, Ironmonger. Pet April2. Ever- 
shed. Brighton, April 30.at 11 
Famay, April 17, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Osborne, James Godolphin, Crescent, Cjapham Common, Accountant. 
Pet March 25, Spring Rice, April30at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brooks, George, and John Brooks, Bredharst, Keut, Wood Dealers. 
Pet April 14. Scudamore, Maidstone, April 30 at 3 
Moule, William James, Barnstaple, Devon, Milliner. Pet April 8. 
Chauntier. 


Pet April 1). 


Bencraft. Barnstaple, April 25 at 12 
Swain, George, Birmingham, Jeweller. Pet April 10. 
Birmingham, Apri) 27 at 11 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Fatpay, April 10, 1674. 
Garatin,Christophilus, Regent st, no occupation. April 9 
Tvusgepay, April 14, 1874. 
Byam, Edward G, Woolston, Southampton, Captain, April 2 











Faray, April 17, 1874. 
Browne, Herbert Blakeley, Gosport, Hants, Lieutenant. Feb 27 
Macartney, George, Salford, Lancashire, April 18 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tvespay, April 14, 1874. 

Balchin, Walter, Chelmsford, Essex, Grocer. April 28 at 2 at offices of 
Bath and Co, King Wiiliam st. Elam, Walbrook 

Barber, John Maurics, Swaffaam, Norfolk, Cierk. April 23 at 9 at the 
George Inn, Swaffham 

Barnweil, Louis Eéward Masters, Deeping St Nicholas, Lincoln, Cierk 
in Holy Orders, April 23 at 12 at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, 
Cross st, Peterborough 

Beever, John, Mossley, Lancashire, Grocer. April 2S at 3 at the 
Commercial Ian, Brown st, Manchester. Clayton, Aston-unader- 
Lyme 

Bennett, Septimus, Fleetwood, Lancwhire, Butcher. May 4 at 3 at the 
Black Bull Inn, Poulton-le-Fyide. Bilackhurst, Preston 

Bernard, Jules, Manchester, Manufacturer. April 24 at 2 at offices of 
Marlow, Cross st, Manchester 

Birch, Joseph, Wimblebury, Stafford, Grocer. April 23 at 2 at the 
Anglesey Hotel, Hednesford. Morgan, Stafford 

Bock, Theodor, and Henry Kebrmann, Miacing lane, Merchants, April 
30 at 1 at offices of Fry and Hudson, Mark lane 

Bontland, William Edward, Bill Quay, Darham, Ship Builder. April27 
at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Bow, John, Mosterton, Dorset, Draper. May 5 at 3.30 at offices of 
Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol. Jolliffe, Crewkerne 

Brimson, Alfred, Bristol, Greengrocer. April 25 at 11 at offizes of Bow- 
man, Gresham chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Brudno, Robert, Whithaven, Cumberland, Jeweller. April 29 at 10 at 
offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birningham 

Bunkell, Henry Christopher, King st, Cheapside, Auctioneer. April27 
at 4 at offices of Challis, Clement's lane 

Burrows, Edward, Red Hill, Surrey, Licensed Victuallsr. April 24 at 4 
at offices of Hare, Oakfields, Oakfield Park, West Croydon 

Cannon, Henry, Bennington, Hertford, Blacksmith. April 28 at 12 at 
offices of Cobham and Hunt, Baldock st, Ware 

Cleminson, James, Old s‘, St Luke’z, Ironmonger, April 27 at2 at 
otfices of Pinchard and Sheiton, Queen st, Wolverhampton. Smith 
and Co, Bread st, Cheapside 

Cooper, Joseph, Staines, Middlesex, Seedsman. April 29 at2 at offices 
of Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane . 

Coronio, Theodore Jobn,and Charles George Davids, Great St Helen’s, 
Colonial Brokers. April 30 at 2 at offices of Cooper and Co, George 
st, Mansion House. Stibbard and Cronsey, Fenchurch st 

Danzigner. Isaac, Sunderland, Durham, Furniture Broker. April 29 at 
2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Davies, Alfred, Birmingham, Beerhouse Keeper. April 24 at 11 at. 
offices of Walter, Argyle chambers, Colmore row, Birmingham. 
Kennedy, Birmingham . 

Davies, Edward, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Sheriff’s Officer. April 25 

at 10.5 at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Davies, John, Wincanton, Somerset, Printer. April 3) at 11 at the 
Greyhound Hotel, Wincanton | 

Dawson, William. Crewe, Cheshire, Builder. April 28 at 11 at offices of 
Warburton, Mill st, Crewe 

Dearing, George, Silverhill, near Hastings, Sussex, Laundryman. 
April 25 at 12 at offices of Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 

Delmard, Maurice, Northenden, Cheshire, Artist. April 29 at 3 at 
offices of Rylance, Essex st, Manchester 

Devoy, Edward, Dudley Port, Stafford, Engineer. April 28 at 12 at 
offices of Whitehouse, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Doe, Henry Nunn, Kensal rd, Westbourne Park, Corn Dealer. April 
30 at4 ut offices of Abiett, Cambridge terrace, Hyde Park 

Donne, Samuel, Hackney rd, Butcher. May | at 2 at offices of Layton, 
Suffolk lane 

Evans, Cabel, Cwm, Pembroke, Farmer. May 2 at 10.15 at offices of 
Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Evans, James Young, Bristol,Cattle Dealer. April 27 at 11 at offices 
of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Benson aad Thomas, 
Bristol 

Firth, Isaac, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hat Dealer. April 27 at3 at offices: 
of Bush, St Nicholas’ buildings, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

Follard, John, Birmingham, Fish Salesman, May 4 at 12 at offices of 
Buller, Moor st, Birmingham ‘ 

Freear, Charles, Nottingham, Advertising, Agent. April 28 at 12 at 
offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, Nottingham 

Garner, Samuel, Kirkby-in-Ashtield, Nottingham, Framework Knitter. 
May lat 12 at offices of Parsons and Bright, Wheeler gate, Notting- 
ham 

Griffiths, Charles, Ha: bourne, Stafford, out of business. April 24at 10 
at office of Duke, Christchurch passage, Birmingham 

Hagg, William Bloomfield, James st, Kennington Park, Beerhouse 
Keeper. April 24 at 2 at office of Longeroft, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hair, Felix Thomas, Jarrow, Durham, Provision Deater. April 27 at 2 
at office of Taylor, Grey st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Haley, Nicaclas, Long lane, West Smitnfield, Hosier. April 25.at 1 
at office of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Hallam, Charles Henry, Birmingham, Grocer, April 27 at 2 at the Hen 
and Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hawks, Birmingasm 

Harrison, Robert, Blackpoo!, Lancashire, Auctioneer. April 27 at 3 at 
office of Heath and Sons, Swaa st, Manchester 

Hart, Walter, Borough rd, Sargeon. April 22 at 12 at offices of 
Geaussent, New B:oad at 

Haynes, George, Birmingaam, Furniture Broker. April Qa at 12 at 
office of Cheston, Moor st, Birmingham 

Hellier, Charles Henry, and Richard Peyton Trew, Bristo!, Drapers. 
April 27 at 2 at office of Williams and Co, Exchange oduildiags 
Benson and Thomas, Bristol 

Hickeo, Henry, Birmingham, out of business, April 23 at 4 at office of 
Parry, Bennett's hill, Biemmingham 

Hoare, John, Bideford, Devon, Boot avd Shoe Maker, April 27 at 2 at 
office of Rooker and Bazeley, Bridgeland st, Bidford 

Horn, Frederick, Crawford st, St Marylebone, Draper. April 27 at > 

at office of Tatham, Queen Victoria st 
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Hubert, Charles, Emmett st, Poplar, Lighterman. 
office of Farnfield, Lower Thames st 
Hunter, John, South Shields, Durham Balider. May 4 at 2 at office of 
Purvis, King st, South Shields 
Kilburn, Abraham Lee, Kingston-upon-Hall, Leather Merchant. April 
27 4 2 at office of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon- 
Hul 
Lamb, John William, Manchester, Plumber. April 39 at 3 at office of 
Sutton and Ellioft, Brown st, Manchester 
Lawrence, Elijah Stephen, Martborough, Wilts, Tailor. 
at office of Goulter, Hungerford 
Leon, Herntz, Bith, Somerset, J>veller. May 5 a4 1l at offices o 
Collins. Abbey, chuechyard, Bath 
Lewis, John, Penalit, Carmarthen, Shoemaker. April 27 at 10.5 at 
office of Green and Griffith, St. Mary st, Carmarthen 
Marsh, Jersn st, Accountant. May | at 2 at office of Slater and 
Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Raven and Curtis, 
Victora st 
Maslin, George Augustus, Portsea, Hants, Painter. 
office of Blaxe, Union st, Portsea 
Matthews. James, East Stonehouse, Devon, Baker. April 23 at 11 at 
office of Brian, Frxemasons’ Hal!, Cornwa'l st, Plymoath 
McCal!, John, Liverpoo!, Tallow Caandler. Aoril 30 at 12 at offices of 
Shannon and Co, South Castle st, Liverpool. McConnel, jun., 
Liverpool 
ilner, George, Aldb»rough, York, Farmer. 
MPaley, Petergate, York 
Moseley, Kobert, Liver pool, Painter. 
Dale st, Liverpool 
Masabini, Pierre, and Emmanuel Pan‘oleon Draco, “iverprol, Cotton 
Brokers. April 29 at 2 at offices of Radciiff: and Layton, Hackin’s- 
hey, Dale st, Liverpool 
Northey, Emanuel Aucustns, East Stonehouse, Devon, Auctioneer. 
April 27 at 10 at cflicesof Wilkes, Georg2 st, Plymouth. Square, 
Plymouth 
Ogden. Joseph. Hailfax, York, common Brewer. April 28 at It at 
10, Cheapside, Halifax. Holroyde and § nith 
Ogden, Peter, Coalpit Heth, Gloucester, Gent. April 27 at 2 at offices 
of Denning and Co, Shannon corrt, Bristol. Fassell an’ Co, Bristol 
Pearce, Thomas, John’s yard, Lisson grove, Marylebone, Wheelwright. 
April 21 at 4 at offices of Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Portch, Frederick. Ordnance rd, St John’s wood, Grocer. 
12 at offices of Johnson, High st, Marylebone 
Price, Charles, Worcester, Builder. May 4 at 3at offices of Pitt, High 
st, Worcester 
Roberts, George, and John Webster, Leads, Joiners. 
offices of Burrell and Pickard, Albion st, Leeds. 
Barrell 
Roberts, Will‘'am, Leeds, Furniture Broker. 
Rooke and Midgley, Boar lane, Leeds 
Robinson, George Dennett, Strand, Wine Merchant. 
offices of Laundy, Cecil st, Strand 
Rowlands, Thomas, Salford, Lancashire, Provision Dealer's Assistant. 
May 7 at 3 at offices: f Ambler, Bloom st, Manchester 
Severn, John, Sneinton, Nottingham, Hosier. May 4 at 12 at offices of 
Belk, Middie pavement, Nottingham 
Sharp, William. Southgate rd, Livery Stable Keeper. April 27 at 3 at 
offices of Taylor and Jaquet, South sqaare Finsbury square 
Sma!!, Herrv, Bath, Somerset, Cabinet Maker. April 27 at 12 at 
offices of Webb, Fountain buildings, Bath 
Suroner, James, Walsall, Stafford, Painter. April 24 at 3 at offices of 
Sheldon. Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Sydney, Herbert Montagne, Upper John st Golden square, Solicitor. 
April 39 at 3 at ¢ffices of Chappel, Golden square 
Thompson, George, Tivet-hall St Mary. Scole. Norfolk, Farmer. 
April 27 at 3 at offices of Smith, North hill, Colchester 
Topham, William, Baildon, York, Merchant's Clerk. April 29 at 10 
at offices of Pee] and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Tulk, George Henry, Aston Brook, near Birmingham, Cab Proprietor. 
April 23 at 11 at offices of Joynt, Moor st, Birmingham 
Uff. James. Buckingham, Butcher. April 25 at 11 at the Swau and 
Cast'e Hotel, Buckingham, Kilby and Son, Banbury 
Walter, Dottin Alleyne, York, Architect. April 27 at 12 at offices of Parr 
and Anderson, Stonegate, York 
Walters, Charles, Fordingbridge, Hants, Draper. April 29 at2 at offices 
of Hodding, Salisbury 
Watts, William Hambridge, Evelyn st, Lower rd, Deptford, Baker. 
April 23 at 2 at offices of Mirams, New inn, Strand 
Weil. Myer, and Benjamin Weil, High st, Whitechapel, Boot Manu- 
facturers. April 29 at 10 at officesof Kent, Red Lion court, Cannon st 
West, Thomas Edward, and Richard Ambrose West, Crosby square, 
Commission Merchants. April 30 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Carr and Co, Basinghall at 
‘Wheatcroft, George, Nottingham, Builder. April 27 at 3 at offices of 
Belk, Middie pavement, Nottingham 
Whitehead, William Henry, Liverpool, Tailor. April 27 at 3 at offices 
of Milnes, New st, Huddersfield 
Whiteley, James, Sheffield, Cutlery Caster. April 23 at 3 at offices of 
Johneon and Co, Bank st, Sheffield 
Widdowson, James, Nottingham, Ootician. May 5 at ll at offices of 
April 14 at 3 at offices 


April 25 at 11 at 


May 2at il 


April 24 at 3 at 


April30 at 1 at offices of 
April30 at 12 at offices of Ritson, 


April 27 at 


April 24 at 2 at 
Simpson and 


April 27 at 1 at offices of 
April 30 at 2 at 


Parsons and Son, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Wight, George, Oldham, Lancashire, Painter. 
of Dawson, Ridgefield, Manchester 


Farpay, April 17, 1874. 

Atkinson, William, and Rubert Atkinson Leeds, Drapers. April 30 at 
3 at offices of Fawcett and Malcolm, Pa’k row, Leeds 

Batting, Richard, Falmouth, Cornwall, Grocer. May 7 at 3 at office 
of Genn and Nalder, Church st, Falmouth 

Beeson, John Edward, Weat Bromwich, Stafford, Miller. April 29 
at 4 at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbary 

Blackwell, Enoch, Birmingham, Clock Case Maker. April 30 at 12 at 
offices cf Hawkes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Binff, Robert, Median rd, Lower Clapton, Greengrocer. April 27 at 
2 at offices of Godwin , North buildings, Finsbury. Anring, Poultry 

Boore, Charles, Brighton, Sussex, Upholsterer, May 4 at 3 at offices 
of Black and Co, Ship st, Brighton 











Booth, John, Leek, Stafford, Wood Tarner.. May | at 10 at the Swan 
Hotel, Saint Edward st, Leek Redfern, Leek 
Broadbelt, Robert, Wakefield, York, Cattle Dealer. April 28 at 11 at 
offices of Barratt and Senior, Barstow square, Wakefield 

Bryant, William Way, Weymouth, Dorsst, Coal Merchant. May 4 at 
12 at the Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth. Howard, Melcombe 

Bumford, Joseph, Bristol, Licensed Victualler, May 6 at 1! at offices 
of Williams, Bristol chambers, Nicho!as st, Bristol 

Burnet, John, Nottingham, Travelling Draper. May 4 at 12 at offices 
of Heath, st Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Butler, Henry William, Merton, Sarrey, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, 
April 29 at 1 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Miller, 


Schaal " 


’ . 
Tucker, Serle st, 





King st, Cheapside 

Cape, Frederick James Damer, Lincoln’sinn fields, Gent. May 6 at3 

~ at offices of Tillyard, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Cheetham, John Arnett, Manchester, Packer, April 30 at 3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Booth st, Minch ester 

Cesstick, George Frederick, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer.: May 6 al at 
the Old Ship Hotel, Ship st, Brighton. Hillman, Cliffe, Lewes 

Cox, James Richard, Southsea, Hants, Pastrycook. April 30 at 3.30 
at offices of Walker, Commercial rd, Landport 

Dunn, Samuel, Swinton, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. April 29 at 3 at 
Offices of Weston and Co. Norfolk st, Manchester 

Fann, Augustine White, Birkenhead, Chester, Hosier. April 30 at 2 at 
offices vf Harris, Union court, Castle st, Liverpool 

Fisher, William Jones, Long Ashton, Somerset, out of business, April 
30 at 1 at offices of Bowman, Gresham chambers, Nicholas st, 
Bris:ol 

Forster, Edward, 8uckingham Palace rd, Westmi 
April 39 at 2 at 128, Buskingham Palace rd. 
Lincoln’s inn q 

Fowler, Charles Walter, Walton, Lancashire, out of business, May 4 
at 11 at offices of Crozier, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpool 

Fowler, Frank, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. May 1 at 3 
at offices of Reddish and Lake, Bridge st, Stockport 

Fraser, Alexander, Willsbridge, Gloucester, Gent. Apri! 27at at 12 
at the County Court Odfices, Small rt, Bristol. Williams 

Frith, John, Burnage, near Withington, Lancashire, Grocer, April 30 
at 4 at offices of Johnston, Vernon st, Stockport 

Garnett, James Francis, and John King, Northampton, Curriers. April 
28 at 3 at offices of Becke, Market square, Northamoton 

Goldstraw, Thomas, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. April 27 


at 11 at the Copeland Arms Inn, Stoke-upon-Trent. Sherratt, Kids- 
grove 

Gray, John, Ramsgate, Kent, Builder. April 30 at 3 at offices of Edwards, 
Ramsgate 

Guest, James Flias, Dean terrace, Forest hill, Builder. April 27 at 11 
ar offices of Howard and Co, New Bridge st 

Hannell, Edward, Daviss st, Berkeley square, Grocer. May 4 at 12 at 
offices of Chatteris and Co, Gresham buildings. Sawbridge 

Harrison, John, and Samnel Lett, Liverpool, ‘Timber Merchants, 
May 5at 3 at officesof Harmood Banner and Sun, North John st, 
Liverpool. Whitley and Maddock, \iverpool 

Hawley, Edward, West Ham, Essex, Boot Maker, April 30 at IL at 
office of Barker and Lane, Bedford row 

Haynes, James, Derby, Builder. Miy 5at 12 at offices of Leech, 
Full st, Derby , 

Hellier, William, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Ale Merchant. April 29 at 11 
at .8, High st, Cardit?. Morgan 

Henry, David, John Malcolm, and George Stewart, Mark lane, Sail 
Cloth Merchants. May 4 at 12 at offices of Quilter aud Co, Moor- 


gate st 

Herbert, Levi John, New Shoreham, Sussex, Licensed Victuller. 
May 9 at 12 at offices of Mills, New rd, Brighton 

Hodges, Samuel, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. April 
27 at 11 at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Jacobs, Solomon, Cannon st rd,St George's East, Tin Plate Worker, 


April 27 at 3 at 6, Beaufort buildings, Strand. Lind 

Jacomb, Mary Ann, Rugoy, Warwick, Confectioner. 
the Townhall, Rugby. Wratislaw 

Jefferson, John, Leeds, Corn Dealer. April 29 at 3 at offices of Turner, 
East parade, Leeds 

Lord, Solomon, Stacketeads, Rossendale, Lancashire, Grocer, April 
30 at 3 at the Market Hotel, Bacup, Fletcher. Bacup 

Mallett, Mary, and Fanny Mallett, Stanley Bridge, Fniham, Corn 
Dealers, May 4at2 at offices of Coker, Cheapside, Surr and Co, 
Abchurch lane 

Manday, Kobert, Devizes, Wilts, Cooper. April 24at2 at 16, St John 
st, Devizes. Shrapnell, Bradtord-on-Avon 

Mynn, William Parker de Morley, and James Francis Ball, Three 
Crown square, Southwark, Hop Merchants. May 1 at 12 as offices 
of Denton and Co, Gray’s inn square 

Nall, John, Salford, Lancashire, farmer. May 12 at 3 at offices of 
Grundy and Kershaw, Bovth st, Manchester 

Naylor, James Whitelegge, Brighton, York, Carpet Manufacturer, 
April 27 at 3 at the Talbot Hotel, Halifax. Leeming 

Newsome, Charles, Kenilworth, Warwick, Ribbon Mrnufacturer. 
April 29 at 11 at offices of Seymour, St Mary’s st, Coventry 

Newton, Isaac, and William Aldridge, Seven Sisters’ rd, Upper 
Holloway, Auctioneers. May 12 at 3 at offices of Hubbard and Son, 
Bucklersbary 

Nind, John, Sedgeberrow, Worcester, out of business, May6at 11 
at offices of Saunders, jun, Mill st, Kidderminster 

Norman, Robert, Ilfracombe, Devor, Builder. May 2 at 12 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Barnstaple. Fox, lifracombe 

Perry, Richard, Croslard hill, York, Joiner, April 29 at 2 at offices of 
Drake, John William st, Huddersfield 

Phillips, Thomas, Birmingham, Jeweller, April 29 at 3 at offices of 
Brown, Waterloo st, Birmingham - 

Phillips, William, March, Cambridge, Publican. April 30 at 12.30 at 
the White Hart Inn, March. Gaches, Peterborongh 

Pink, Thomas, Donnington rd, Willesden, Builder. April 30 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Mead and Son, Jermyn st 

oer Alfred Kichard, and Arthur Edward Quiney, Miocing lane, 
oe pa emeg April 26 at 3 at offices of Plews and Irvine, 

jar’ e 

Redhouse, Joseph, ttedcross st, Shape Manufacturer. May! at 3 at 

offices of Thomas and Co, Cheapside 


April 30 at 2 at 
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Rhodes, George, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Bricklayer. April 30 
at 2 at offices of Orton, Ridgefield. Manchester 

ao, Mary Ann, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. May 2 at 11 at 

of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Robinson, Benjamin George, Stratford, Essex, Manager to a Fruiterer. 
April 30 at 3 at offices of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Robinson, Ebenez:r, Luton, Bedford, Tailor. May 5 at 11 at offices of 
Jeffery, King st, Luton 

Robinson, William Littlewood, Goat lane, Enfield Highway, Grocer. 
April 27 at 3 at offices of Wells, Paternoster row 

Rodocanachi, Demetrius, and Theodore Rodocanacti, Bishopsgate st 
Within, Merchants, May 14 at 3 at offices of Croysdell and Co, Old 
Jewry chambers, Lumley and Lumley, Old Jewry chambers 

Rootham, William Jo-hua, Newton Bromshold, Northampton, Farmer. 
April 28 at 11 at offices of Cook, Charch st, Wellingborough 

Rowland, John, Fleet st, Spicer st, Bethnal Green, Cab Proprietor. 
April 40 at 2 at offices of Holmes, Fenchurch st 

Russell, Sarah, Hereford, Wine Merchant. May 4 at 12 at the Gree 
Dragon Hotel, Broad st, Hereford. James and Bondenham, Hereford 


DE COLYAR’S LAW OF GUARANTEES, 
Just published, 8vo, 14s, cloth. 
TREATISE on the LAW of GUARANTEES 


and of PRINCIPAL and SURETY. By HENRY A. DE 
COLYAR, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


London: ButTxRwortas, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 





Just published, price 12s, cloth. 
ATEMANS’ AUCTIONEER’S GUIDE. Fifth 


Edition. The Auctioneer’s Guide; containing a Practical 
Treatise on the Law of Auctions, with a Complete Series of Conditions 
of Sales, Rules for Valuing Property, The Law of Distress, and 
numerous Forms, Tales, and Precedents. By JOSEPH BATEMAN, 
Esq., GUL.D.. Barrister-at-Law, late Assi-tant Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue. Fifth Edition. By ROLLA ROUSE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

Loadon: W. Maxwett & Sn, 29, Fleet-street. 





Russell, William, Pontrilas, Hereford, Hotel Keeper. May 4 at It at 

= meg Dragon Hotel, Broad st, Hereford. James and Bondenham, 
erefor 
Balter, Jobn, Chudleigh, Devon, Innkeeper. May 5 at 1 at office of 
er, Gandy st, Exeter 

Sanders, Henry, Ticehurst, Sussex, Grocer. April 28 at 12 at office of 
Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Sole and Co, Aleermanbary 

Saunders, Samuel, Manchester, Fish Salesman. April 28 at 11 at offices 
of Rideal and Shaw, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Seaford, Joseph, Brixham, Devon, Draper. May 2 at 11 at the Bude 
Haven Hotel, St Sidwell st, Exeter. Carter and Son, Torquay 

Sheldon, John Charles, Congleton, Chester, Cabinet Maker. April 29 
at 1! at the Bull’s Head Hotel, Market place, Macclesfield, 
Cooper, Congleton 

Shelley, Rowland, Birmingham, Draper. May 1 at 3 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham, Tyndall and Co, Bir- 
mingham ‘ 

Shelley, Thomas, Wolverhampton. Stafford, Coal Dealer. May 6 at 11 
at office of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Slater, John, jun, Hanley, Stafford, ous of business, April 28 at 4 
at New st, Hanley. Welch, Longton 

tive, John, Oxford, Butcher. April 27 at 12 at Broad st, Oxford. 

awkins , 

Spence, Fdward and George Cleaver, Wadcroft, Kettering, Boot and 

Shoe Manufacturers. April 30 at 12 at offices of Becke, Market 
uare, Northampton 

Stelfox. James, Elizabeth st, Hackney rd, Cabinet Maker. May 7 at 3 
at —" Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Heathfield, Lincoln’s 
inn fie! 

Stokes, John, Kent st, Southwark. Ironmonger. April 28 at llat 
office of May and Sykes, Adelaide place, London Bridge 

Swain, Samuel James, Reading, Berks, Boat Builder. April 30 at 11 at 
the Upper Ship Hotel, Duke st. Beale, Reading 

Taylor, Robert George, Hambledon, Hants, Grceer. April 30 at 11 at 
office of Walker, Commercial rd, Lawdport 

Taylor, William, Nottingham, Plumber. May 8 at 1! at the Assembly 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black, Nottingham 

Templeman, John Thresher, Dorchester, Dorset, Grocer. 
10.30 at the Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth. 
Me!combe Regis 

Thornton, Edwin, Millbridge-in-Liversedge, York, Machine Maker. 
April 30at 11 at office of Sykes, Heckmondwike 

Turner, Jabez, Fulstone, York, Cattle Dealer. May 1 at 2 at 28, John 
William st. Bovth 

Usher, George, Bath, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 
office of Bartram, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Wakeford, Walter William, Southampton, Railway Clerk. April 21 
at 3 at offce of Killby, Portland st, Southampton 

‘Wateon, Thomas, Little Eversden, Cambridge, Farmer. April 30 at 
11 at office of Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Wells, Frederic, Kettering, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. April 
28 at 12 at office of Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Wenham, Joseph Alfred, Montpelier vale, Blackheath, Fruiterer. 
April 27 at 1 at 147, Cheapside. Chapman, Cheapsid 

Westbrook, Edward, Liverpool, Tea Agent. May 4 at 2 at office of 
Bellringer, North John st, Liverpool 

Whitehouse, Richard, John Whitehouse, Thomas Johnson, Edward 
Griffithe, aud Richard George, West Bromwich, Stafford, Iron- 
masters. April 28 at 11 at office of Wright, Church at, Oldbury 

‘Whitely, John, Halifax, York, Joiner, April 29 at 3 at office of Thomas, 
Crossley st, Halifax 

Wilcock, Thomas, Altrincham, Chester. Milk Dealer. April 29 at 3 
at office of Gardner ahd Horner, Crons st, Manchester 

Williams, Isaac, Se‘gley, Stafford, Grocer. April 30 at 1! at office of 
Travis, Church line, Tipton 

Wood, William, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Plumber. May 1 at 2 at 
the Masons’ Arms Inn, Wiveliscombe. Ransom, Wellington 


May 4 at 
Howard, 


April 30 at 11 at 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
“to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
-of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
be obtained, or wili be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 2 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


MPROVED and ECONOMIC COOKERY.—Use 

LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as“ stock ’’ for beef - 

tea, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine Aavorr and great 

+ Invariably adopted in housesclds when fairly tried. 
“Cagtion,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label. 








Just published, price 10s. 6d. cloth, 
HE PRACTICE before the RAILWAY COM- 
MISSIONERS under the REGULATION of RAILWAYS ACT, 
1878, with the Law applicable tnereto, and the General Orders, Forms, 
Table of Fees, Statutes, and all the Cases down to present time, by 
R. GORDON JUNNER, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Winpy & Sons, Lincoln’s-inn Archway, London, W.C. 


THE WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES ACTS. 
UPPLEMENT to Mr. CUST’S Treatise on the 


above Acts, containing Reports of Cases decided by the Court to 
the end of 1873. Price 3s. cloth. 


Wictiam Amer, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street. 








Second Edition, 2s. 6d, 
R. SCRATCHLEY’S WARNING to BENEFIT 
A BU!LDING SOCIETIES on the Financial Dangers to which 
their Members and Directors are exposed, 
May be obtained of Messrs. Layton, 150, Fleet-street, Londcn. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOES and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 








Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet. 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advant 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officia!ly stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of ‘“‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC, 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 








Every description of Printing. 


Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books 


Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 
Reports Posters 
Rules 


Handbills, &c., &c. 
EDE 


AND SON, 
ROBE 


ec MAKERS. 


By Special Appointment To Hea Masesty, Tae Lorp Caancettor, 
The Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO. 

CORPORATION ROBES. 
UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 
Estaptisuap 1689, 
CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 





94, 
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ANSION HOUSE BENGAL FAMINE 
RELIFF FUND. 

Under the patronage of her Most Gracious Majesty the QUEEN who 
contributes £1,000; and H.R.H. the Prince of WALES, ‘who sub- 
scribes £500. 

The Right Hon ANDREW LUSK. M.P., Lord Mayor, Chairman. 

At a PUBLIC MEETING held in the Egyptian Hall of the Mansion 
House, on Tuesday, April 14, 1874—the Right Hon. the Lozv Maror 
in the chair—the following resolutions were unanimously carried :— 

Proposed by the Most Hon, the Marquis of Sai tesvry (Secretary of 
State for India), and seconded by the tight Hon. Lorp Lawrences, 
G.C.B. :—** That this meeting is convinced that the distress which pre- 
vails.in certain distticts in the Provinces of Bengal and Behar is severe 
anda widespre»d, and certain to continue for many months. It therefore 
appeals to the people of England to coe forward and assist in the 
efforts which the Government of India are making to meet the cala- 
mity and save human life.” 

Proposed by Professor Fawcetr, and seconded by the Right Hon. 
Lorp Srantiey of ALDrRLEY :—‘‘ That this meeting, fally impressed 
with the necessity of continued exertion to augment the means of 
Charitable reliefin the famine-st'icken districts, pledges itself to sup- 
port the efforts of the Minsion House Executive Relief Committee to 
raise furiher subs:riptions, and is strong'y of opinion that this Com- 
mittee should not relax in its appeals to the public.” 

Proposed by Mr. C. MeeneesHera, and seconded by Mr, ARBUTH- 
wor :—“‘ That the best thanks of this meeting be given to the Right 
Hon. the Lorp Mayor for his conduct in the chair.’’ 

The fands subscribed will be devoted to the alleviation of distress 
whick cannot easily be reached by Governmental iuterference. 

Subscriptions may be forwarded tothe Logo Mayop, or the following 
banks: The Imperiai Bank, Lotibary, E.U.; Messrs. Glyn, Mills, and 
Co., Lombard-street; Messrs. Coutts and Co., 59, Strand; Messrs. 
Herries, Farquhar, and Co., St. James’s-street, 3.W.; and National Bank 
of India, 80, King Wil ian-street. Cash payments shou'd be made in 
the office of the Private Secretary to the Loap Mayor (Mr, Vine), at 


the Mansion House. 
JOHN R.S. VINE, Secretary. 
April 23rd 1874. G. J. W. WINZAR, Cashier. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions.—The CARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numerous relits 
of the campaign of 1870 Portrait Models of MARSHALS BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M THIERS, FRANCLS JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, and 
the SHAH of PERSIA, with the original autograph and testimonial 
presented to Madame Tus-aud and Sous, July 3rd, 1873, as a souvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new superb and 
costly Conrt dresses Admission, !s, Children under ten, 6d. Extra 
roows, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m. 





pad Rah and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET... ~ 
Messrs. Vewrom, Buti, & Ooorgr’s Monthly Register, ee 
ing fall par‘iculars of Estates and Farms, Farnished and Ui . 

Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and [ovestments hg 
may be had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owners 
having properties for disposa! are invited to send fall particulara tothe 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 


VALUABLE CONTINGENT REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST, 


ESSRS. VENTOM, BULL, & COOPER will © 
: SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, rien cede on. 
TUESDAY, MAY 5, at TWELVE for ONE, the LIFE INTEREST ‘of — 
a gentieman, now aged 80,in an ANNUITY of £2,134 perannum, © 
charged on valuable landed estates, producing abour £10 ,000per 
annum, receivabie on his surviving his father and mother, agéd re. 
spectively 61 and 59. 4 
Particulars may be had of 


a 2 ARLES APPLEYARD, Exq., solicitor, 1, New-square, Lincola’s 
on; 


atthe Mart ; and of the Auctioneers, 8, Bucklersbury. 


CITY OF LONDON. 
36, Throgmorton-street.—Safe investment for Trustees and others, 
Valuable Freehold Ground-rent amounting to £550 per annum 
thoroughly secured, 


R. GEORGE HENRY TATHAM has been 
honcured with instractions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, 27th day of 
MAY, 1874, at TWO o'clock precisely, in One Lot, a valuable FREE- 
HOLD GROUND-RENT, amounting to £550 per annam, with the 
reversion in 71 years to a rack rent estimated at £1.100, most ampl: 
secured, and arising from substantially built premises known as 36, 
Throgmorton-street, situate exactly opposite the Stock Exchange, close 
to the Bank of England, Royal Exchange, and other public buildings, 
and within a few doors of the London and Westminster Bank, whose 
rapidly increasing business must ere long render an enlargement of 
their premises imperatively necessary, when the site now offered would 
probably be required, so that the present affords an opportunity of ac- 
quiring an investment unsurpassed in secarity, wich the prospect of 
considerable ultimate profit by re-sale. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
AUGUSTUS BEDDALL, Fsq., Solicitor, Baltic Chambers, 108, 
Bishopsgate street Within, E.C, ; 
and of G. H. TATHAM, Land Agent, and Surveyor, 27, Southampton- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, W.U. 














OYAL PULYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECLURES—the first, SAF“KTY AT SEA (ia which 
Will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the second lec- 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in whic railway matters will be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr, Howard Paul during the week. Jane Con- 
quest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Pr fessor Gardner. Domestic 
Electricity, Mr. King. Other entertainments. Open J2 and 7. Ad- 
mission 1s, 


M ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includirg 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month. 








CITY FREEHOLDS. 

Mincing-lane and Great Tower-street.—Highly important Properties, 
eccupying Jarge areas and well-known si es wituin the circle of the 
Coloviat and other Markets, part let for 47 yesrs unexpired at 
ground-rents of £520 per annum, and the remainder for eight years 
uuexp'red,at rentals of £550 per annum, which are considerably in- 
adequate to the present actual value of tas premises.—By order of 
the Trustees under the Will of the late Mujor Vincent Joseph 
Biscoe. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MARL, on (UESU AY, APRIL 28, at TWO, 

in three lots, the following very valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTIES, 
Viz. :— 

Lot 1. The portion of the extensive Building, 21, Mincing-lane, 
formerly known as} and 2, Hammond’s-court, comprising numerous 
suites of first-claxs offices, arranged on five fl ors (including basement), 
with rooms fot housekeever above ; a'so the substantial modern pre- 
mises, 20, Mincing-lane comprising five flvo s (including basement), let 
by two leases for 60 years from Lady-d.y, 1861, at ground-rents 
amcunting to £520 per annum, 

Lot 2, ‘the prominent corver premises, known as 19, Mincing-lane, 
and 82, Great Tower-street, commprisins four capitally lighted floors, 
with cellar under part ; let on lease, for 21 years, from Lady-day, 1861, 
at the very low rent of £200 per annum. 

Lot 3. ‘he spacious prem’ses adjoming, known as 80 and 81, Great 
Tower- street, comprising five floors, with celiar under part ; let on lease 
for 21 years, from Lady day, 1861, at »e moderate rent of £350 per 
annum Upon che expiration of the 1 aves »ffecting Lot | the purchaser 
will be entitled to the tu:l rack rentals, «nd asto Lots 2 and 3, at the 
end of the terms, largely increased rents wil! readily be obtained for 
the existing premises, but this part of tue property would probably be 


Compact Freehold Brewery (with several tied houses), situate within 
a mile of the important market town of Dartford, Kent, and 
to the practical brewer and business man with a Jimited capital a 
fine opp ‘rtunity for profitable investment. 


ESSRS. HARDS, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON 
are instructed te SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, City, on 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, at TWO o’clock, the valuable and compact 
FREEHOLD PROPERTY, known as the “‘ Eagle Brewery,” on the 
high road at Wilmington, near Dartford, Kent, recently rebuilt ata 
very large cost, and filled with 6 quarter plant, worked by steam power, 
together with a capital detached residence, with large garden, counting 
house, stabling, cottage, and all necessary outbuildings, the whole 
occupying about $ of an acre. A considerable and profitable basiness 
is now attached to the brewery, apart from the beer-houses which ere 
tied toit, and the goodwill thereof will be included inthe sale. Under 
energetic and experienced management,. however, the trade cao, 
witbout doubt, easily and speedily be greatly expande!, and the 
brewery rendered a most valuable business concern and freehold pros 
perty. Also six plots of valuable BUILDING GROUND adjoining, 
having a total frontage of about 300 feet, by depths varying from 165 
to 300 feet. 
Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. BELLAMY, STRONG, and EDGELOW, Solicitors, 54}, 
Bishopsgate-street, EC. ; 
or of the Auctioneers, 62, Moorgate-street, City, and Greenwich, Kent. 


URNISHED APARTMENTS, suitable for Pro- 

fessional Gentlemen, within three minutes’ walk of West 

Brompton and Earl's Court stations, Dining and bed-rooms, with use 
of bath-room.—10, Wharfdale-street, West Brompton, 


WAUKENPHAST'S BOOTS. 


ESSRS. WAUKENPHAST & CO. are now 
prepared with a Special Stock of Goods for Spring and Summer 
wear, combining the lightness of French, with the recognised fitting 
qualities of ther own manufacture. 
The celebrated “ Tour Boot” for wear in dirty weather, and the 
Dake of Edinburzh Shooting Boots always ready. Choose your own 
fit, and the numoer will be registered for future orders. 


10, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, &.W. 


AR R’S, 2 65, STRAND.— 
Dinn2rs (from the joirt) vegetables, &c., Is. 6d., or with 
or Fish, 2s, and 2s. 6d. “‘IfI desire a substantial dinner off the 
with the agreeable s.comp siment of light wine, both cheap at 
good, I know only cf <ce ucuse, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 














still more valuable as 4 vacant site for the erection of one hand 
block of modern offizes. 
Particulars, with plans, may be had of 
T. W. DENBY, Esq , Sulicitor, 8, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry ; {| | 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. , 





C Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, of you may be su 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1664, 
440 page. x 

The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-roomy ta 
London. Dinners(from the joint) , vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d, 








